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STATE OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
v. Consolidated 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN, JR., 
Defendant-Appellant. 
Supreme Court No. 38316 & 38317 
Appealed from the District Court of the 
Second Judicial District of the State of Idaho, 
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The Honorable CARL B. KERRICK 
LAWRENCE G. WASDEN 
Attorney for Plaintiff-Respondent 
MOLLY J. HUSKEY 
Attorney for Defendant-Appellant 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
Supreme Court 
Case No. 38316 & 38317 
VS. 
Consolidated 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN, JR., 
Defendant-Appellant. 
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Appeal from the District Court of the Second Judicial District, 
in and for the County of Nez Perce 
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STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorney for Appellant 
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Time: 08:39 AM 
Page 1 of7 
Second Judicial District Court - Nez Perce County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2010-0000990 Current Judge: Carl B. Kerrick 
Defendant: Hochrein, Edward Ray Jr 
State of Idaho vs. Edward Ray Hochrein Jr 
Date Code User 
2/4/2010 NCRM TRISH New Case Filed-Misdemeanor 
PROS TRISH Prosecutor Assigned April A Smith 
AFPC TRISH Affidavit Of Probable Cause 
MFPC TRISH Magistrate's Finding Of Probable Cause 
CRCO TRISH Criminal Complaint 
WARI TRISH Warrant Issued - Arrest Bond amount: 5000.00 
Defendant: Hochrein, Edward Ray Jr 
XSEA TRISH Case Sealed 
STAT TRISH Case Status Changed: Inactive 
2/8/2010 WART TRISH Warrant Returned Defendant: Hochrein, 
Edward Ray Jr 
STAT TRISH Case Status Changed: Pending 
ORPD TRISH Defendant: Hochrein, Edward Ray Jr Order 
Appointing Public Defender Public defender F & 
V 
AFFS TRISH Affidavit Of Financial Status 
NORF TRISH Notification Of Rights-felony 
APNG TRISH Appear & Plead Not G,uilty 
ARRN TRISH Arraignment 1 First Appearance 
2/9/2010 HRSC TRISH Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary Hearing 
02/17/20100130 PM) 
MINE TRISH Minute Entry 
Hearing type: Initial Appearance Arraignment 
Hearing date: 2/9/2010 
Time: 9:15 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: 
Minutes Clerk: Bev Nelson 
Tape Number: ctrm 2 
Defense Attorney: 
Prosecutor: 
2/10/2010 BSET MERT Bond Set at 5000.00 
2/16/2010 ROOD JENNY Request For Discovery-defendant 
2/17/2010 MINE DONNA Minute Entry 
Hearing type: Preliminary Hearing 
Hearing date: 2/17/2010 
Time: 1 :59 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: 
Minutes Clerk: DONNA 
Tape Number: ct rm 2 
Defense Attorney: F & V 
Prosecutor: April Smith 
BOUN DONNA Hearing result for Preliminary Hearing held on 
02/17/20100130 PM: Bound Over (after Prelim) 
INFO TERESA Information 
User: DEANNA 
Judge 
Jay P. Gaskill 
Jay P. Gaskill 
Jay P. Gaskill 
Jay P. Gaskill 
Jay P. Gaskill 
Jay P. Gaskill 
Jay P. Gaskill 
Jay P. Gaskill 
Jay P. Gaskill 
Jay P. Gaskill 
Jay P. Gaskill 
Jay P. Gaskill 
Jay P. Gaskill 
Jay P. Gaskill 
Jay P. Gaskill 
Jay P. Gaskill 
Kent J. Merica 
Jay P. Gaskill 
Jay P. Gaskill 
Jay P. Gaskill 
Jay P. Gaskill 






Date: 1/19/2011 Second Judicial District Court - Nez Perce County User DEANNA 
Time: 08:39 AM ROA Report 
Page 2 of7 Case: CR-2010-0000990 Current Judge: Carl B. Kerrick ~ 
Defendant: Hochrein, Edward Ray Jr 
State of Idaho vs. Edward Ray Hochrein Jr 
Date Code User Judge 
2/17/2010 INFO TERESA Information Carl B. Kerrick 
2/18/2010 HRSC DONNA Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment 02/25/2010 Carl B. Kerrick 
01: 15 PM) District Court Arraignment 
DONNA Notice Of Hearing Carl B. Kerrick 
ORBO DONNA Order Binding Over Carl B. Kerrick 
2/2212010 RQDP TERESA Request For Discovery-plaintiff Carl B. Kerrick 
RSDP TERESA Response To Request For Discovery-plaintiff Carl B. Kerrick 
MISC TERESA Discovery Compliance--def Carl B. Kerrick 
2/25/2010 DCHH TERESA Hearing result for Arraignment held on Carl B. Kerrick 
02/25/201001:15 PM: District Court Hearing Hel, 
Court Reporter: Nancy Towler 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 pages 
PLEA TERESA A Plea is entered for charge: - NG (118-920(3) {F) Carl B. Kerrick 
No Contact Order Violation (3rd Offence)) 
HRSC TERESA Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 06/01/201009:00 Carl B. Kerrick 
AM) 
HRSC TERESA Hearing Scheduled (Final Pretrial 05/20/2010 Carl B. Kerrick 
03:30 PM) 
HRSC TERESA Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Motions 05/13/2010 Carl B. Kerrick 
02:30 PM) 
3/2/2010 MINE TERESA Minute Entry Carl B. Kerrick 
Hearing type: Arraignment 
Hearing date: 2/25/2010 
Time: 1:33 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Nancy Towler 
Minutes Clerk: TERESA 
Tape Number: CRTRM 1 
Defense Attorney: F & V 
Prosecutor: Sandra Dickerson 
ORDR TERESA Order Setting Jury Trial & Scheduling Carl B. Kerrick 
Proceedings 
MOTN TERESA Motion for Preparation of Transcript Carl B. Kerrick 
Affidavit of Counse--def 
3/3/2010 ORDR TERESA Order for Preparation of Transcript---CARL TON Carl B. Kerrick 
3/12/2010 MISC TERESA 1 st Supplemental Response to Request for Carl B. Kerrick 
Discovery--state 
3/15/2010 AMIN TERESA Amended Information Carl B. Kerrick 
3/17/2010 MISC TERESA 2nd Supplemental Response to Request for Carl B. Kerrick 
Discovery--state 
3/19/2010 TRAN JANET Transcript Filed Carl B. Kerrick 
4/12/2010 MOTN TERESA Motion in Limine--def Carl B. Kerrick 
MISC TERESA Defendant's 2nd Motion in Limine Carl B. Kerrick 
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Date: 1/19/2011 
Time: 08:39 AM 
Page 3 of 7 
Second Judicial District Court - Nez Perce County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2010-0000990 Current Judge: Carl B. Kerrick 
Defendant: Hochrein, Edward Ray Jr 
User: DEANNA 
State of Idaho vs. Edward Ray Hochrein Jr 
Date Code User Judge 
4/12/2010 MISC TERESA Memorandum in Support of Motions in Carl B. Kerrick 
Limine--def 
NOTC TERESA Notice of Alibi Defense Carl B. Kerrick 
4/23/2010 MISC TERESA State's Brief in Response to Defendant's Motions Carl B. Kerrick 
in Limine 
4/29/2010 MISC TERESA 3rd Supplemental Response to Request for Carl B. Kerrick 
Discovery--state 
MOTN TERESA Motion in Limine to Exclude Testimony Regarding Carl B. Kerrick 
Prior Felony Charges andlor Convictions--state 
5/13/2010 DCHH TERESA Hearing result for Pretrial Motions held on Carl B. Kerrick 
05/13/201002:30 PM: District Court Hearing Hel( 
Court Reporter: Nancy Towler 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 pages 
MISC TERESA 4th Supplemental Response to Request for Carl B. Kerrick 
Discovery--state 
5/17/2010 MINE TERESA Minute Entry Carl B. Kerrick 
Hearing type: Pretrial Motions 
Hearing date: 5/13/2010 
Time: 2:30 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Nancy Towler 
Minutes Clerk: TERESA 
Tape Number: CRTRM 1 
Defense Attorney: F & V 
Prosecutor: April Smith 
5/18/2010 MISC TERESA 5th Supplemental Response to Request for Carl B. Kerrick 
Discovery--state 
5/20/2010 DCHH TERESA Hearing result for Final Pretrial held on Carl B. Kerrick 
05/20/201003:30 PM: District Court Hearing Heh 
Court Reporter: Nancy Towler 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 pages 
5/21/2010 MINE TERESA Minute Entry Carl B. Kerrick 
Hearing type: Final Pretrial 
Hearing date: 5/20/2010 
Time: 3:39 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Nancy Towler 
Minutes Clerk: TERESA 
Tape Number: CRTRM 1 
Defense Attorney: F&V 
Prosecutor: April Smith 
AMIN TERESA Amended Information Carl B. Kerrick 
MISC TERESA State's Requested Jury Instructions Carl B. Kerrick 
6/1/2010 HRHD TERESA Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 06101/2010 Carl B. Kerrick 


































Time: 08:39 AM 
Page 4 of 7 
Second Judicial District Court - Nez Perce County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2010-0000990 Current Judge: Carl B. Kerrick 
Defendant: Hochrein, Edward Ray Jr 
User: DEANNA 













































Hearing type: Jury Trial 
Hearing date: 6/1/2010 
Time: 9:03 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Linda Carlton 
Minutes Clerk: TERESA 
Tape Number: CRTRM 1 
Defense Attorney: F & V 
Prosecutor: April Smith 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial Continued 
06/02/201009:00 AM) 
Judge 
Carl B. Kerrick 
Carl B. Kerrick 
District Court Hearing Held Carl B. Kerrick 
Court Reporter: Linda Carlton 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: jury trial June 1 & 2,2010325 pages 
Hearing result for Jury Trial Continued held on Carl B. Kerrick 
06/02/2010 09:00 AM: Hearing Held 
Found Guilty After Trial 
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 07/29/2010 
02:30 PM) 
Pre-Sentence Investigation Evaluation 
Ordered--due 7-22-10 
Jury Verdict Form 
Jury Verdict Form 
Jury Verdict Form 
PSI Order 
Document sealed 
Estimated Reporters Transcript Costs 
Carl B. Kerrick 
Carl B. Kerrick 
Carl B. Kerrick 
Carl B. Kerrick 
Carl B. Kerrick 
Carl B. Kerrick 
Carl B. Kerrick 
Carl B. Kerrick 
Instructions submitted to the jury Carl B. Kerrick 
Amended Order for PSI Carl B. Kerrick 
PSI received---copies delivered by messenger to Carl B. Kerrick 
prosecutor and F & V 7-23-10 
Document sealed 
Hearing result for Sentencing held on 07/29/2010 Carl B. Kerrick 
02:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Nancy Towler 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 pages 




Time: 08:39 AM 
Page 5 of 7 
Second Judicial District Court - Nez Perce County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2010-0000990 Current Judge: Carl B. Kerrick 
Defendant: Hochrein, Edward Ray Jr 
User: DEANNA 































Minute Entry Carl B. Kerrick 
Hearing type: Sentencing 
Hearing date: 7/29/2010 
Time: 3:58 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Nancy Towler 
Minutes Clerk: TERESA 
Tape Number: CRTRM 1 
Defense Attorney: F & V 
Prosecutor: Nancy Berger-Schneider 
Hearing result for Sentencing held on 08/19/2010 Carl B. Kerrick 
02:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Nancy Towler 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 pages 
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 09/09/2010 Carl B. Kerrick 
02:30 PM) 
Minute Entry Carl B. Kerrick 
Hearing type: Sentencing 
Hearing date: 8/19/2010 
Time: 2:07 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Nancy Towler 
Minutes Clerk: TERESA 
Tape Number: CRTRM 1 
Defense Attorney: F & V 
Prosecutor: Mia Vowels 
Continued (Sentencing 09/30/2010 02:30 PM) Carl B. Kerrick 
Notice Of Hearing Carl B. Kerrick 
Continued (Sentencing 10/07/2010 02:30 PM) Carl B. Kerrick 
Notice Of Hearing 
Defendant: Hochrein, Edward Ray Jr Attorney 
Retained Danny Radakovich PD 2011 
Carl B. Kerrick 
Carl B. Kerrick 
Notice of Appointment of New Public Defender Carl B. Kerrick 
Hearing result for Sentencing held on 10/07/2010 Carl B. Kerrick 
02:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Nancy Towler 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 pages 
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 11/04/2010 Carl B. Kerrick 
02:30 PM) 
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Date: 1/19/2011 Second Judicial District Court - Nez Perce County User: DEANNA 
Time: 08:39 AM ROA Report 
i" 
Page 6 of7 Case: CR-2010-0000990 Current Judge: Carl B. Kerrick ~ 
'~~ 
Defendant: Hochrein, Edward Ray Jr :-0 
!:~: 




Date Code User Judge 
10/8/2010 MINE TERESA Minute Entry Carl B. Kerrick ::; 
Hearing type: Sentencing :':: 
Hearing date: 10/7/2010 !=: 
Time: 1 :51 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Nancy Towler 
Minutes Clerk: TERESA 
Tape Number: CRTRM 1 
Defense Attorney: Danny Radakovich PD 2011 i: 
Prosecutor: April Smith 1-: 
11/4/2010 DCHH TERESA Hearing result for Sentencing held on 11/04/2010 Carl B. Kerrick 
02:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Nancy Towler 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 pages 
STAT TERESA Case Status Changed: closed pending clerk Carl B. Kerrick 
action 
SNIC TERESA Sentenced To Incarceration (118-920(3) {F} No Carl B. Kerrick 
Contact Order Violation (3rd Offence)) 
Confinement terms: Penitentiary determinate: 3 
years. Penitentiary indeterminate: 7 years. 
PSIS TERESA Presentence Investigation Sealed In File Carl B. Kerrick 
Document sealed 
MISC TERESA Commitment Carl B. Kerrick 
MINE TERESA Minute Entry Carl B. Kerrick 
Hearing type: Sentencing 
Hearing date: 11/4/2010 
Time: 2:54 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Nancy Towler 
Minutes Clerk: TERESA 
Tape Number: CRTRM 1 
Defense Attorney: Danny Radakovich PD 2011 
Prosecutor: April Smith 
11/5/2010 MISC TERESA Judgment of Conviction Carl B. Kerrick 
ORDR TERESA Confidential Order Carl B. Kerrick 
CRNC TERESA No Contact Order: Criminal No Contact Order Carl B. Kerrick 
Filed Comment: no contact with Tanya Lewis 
Expiration Days: 3652 Expiration Date: 11/4/2020 
11/9/2010 NOTC TERESA Notice of Conviction Carl B. Kerrick 
11/22/2010 APSC DEANNA Appealed To The Supreme Court Carl B. Kerrick 
NTAP DEANNA Notice Of Appeal Carl B. Kerrick 
12/7/2010 SCRT DEANNA Supreme Court Receipt - Clerk's Certificate filed Carl B. Kerrick 
at the SC 
SCRT DEANNA Supreme Court Receipt - Clerk's Record and Carl B. Kerrick 
Reporter's Transcript due at the SC by March 20, 
2011 
12/21/2010 ORDR DEANNA Order Appointing SAPD Carl B. Kerrick 
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Date: 1/19/2011 
Time: 08:39 AM 
Page 7 of 7 
Second Judicial District Court - Nez Perce County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2010-0000990 Current Judge: Carl B. Kerrick 
Defendant: Hochrein, Edward Ray Jr 
User: DEANNA 













Defendant: Hochrein, Edward Ray Jr Attorney Carl B. Kerrick 
Retained Molly J. Huskey 
Supreme Court Receipt - Order Appointing SAPD Carl B. Kerrick 
Notice of Lodging Carl B. Kerrick 
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DANIEL L. SPICKLER FILED 
Nez Perce County Prosecuting Attorney 2010 fEB 11 AM 9 35 
Post Office Box 1267 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 799-3073 
r.S.B.N. 2923 
PATTY O. WEEKS 
CLERKOF~mw 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. C R 1 0 ~ 0 0 9 9 0 
AFFIDAVIT OF PROBABLE CAUSE FOR 
WARRANT TO ISSUE PURSUANT TO 
r.C.R. 4 
Comes now the undersigned peace officer who on oath deposes and says: 
1. Affiant is a duly qualified peace officer serving with the Lewiston Police 
Department. 
2. Affiant desires that a warrant issue for the arrest of the above-named 
defendant for the crime(s) of COUNT I - VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, 
I.C. §18-920, a felony. 
3. Affiant believes probable cause exists for the issuance of this requested 
warrant; your affiant has attached to this Affidavit and incorporates by reference 
herein an accurate copy of documents on file with the above-referenced law 
ooro~omoot '900", wh;ch roem tho b,,;, roc th;, "~.m:' 
SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me this ay of February 2010. 
c::= E "" ---
--=== JUDGE OR CLERK OF COURT 
AFFIDAVIT OF PROBABLE CAUSE -1-
11
Law Supplemental Narrative: 
Supplemental Narratives 
Seq Name Date Narrative 
2 Reese Chris 
DATE: 01-29-10 
R 16:09:32 01/29/2010 
LEWISTON POLICE DEPARTMENT 
CASE DISPOSITION 
IN CUSTODY: [ ] YES 
[XX] NO 
CAP SHEET AND 
SHEET 
RECEIVED 






Date of Birth: 
Social Security Number: 
Edward R. Hochrein, Jr. 




LEWISTON POLICE DEPARTMENT CASE NUMBER: 10-L1373 
OTHER AGENCIES RELATED CASE NUMBERS: 
DATE OF INCIDENT: 01-28-10 
TIME OF INCIDENT: 1322 hours 
================================================================= 
CHARGES: 
1. felony count of violation of no contact order 
================================================================= 
WITNESSES: (NAME,ADDRESS,PHONE) 









1. Ofe. Reese's main narrative 
2. Statements given by Tanya Lewis and Christopher Yeats 
3. Vision Hawk DVD recordings of my interviews with Yeats and Lewis 
4. Photo line-up montage 
================================================================= 
SUMMARY (PROBABLE CAUSE): On 01-28-10 at approximately 1320 hours Ofc. Reese 
was dispatched to 537 17th Avenue #4 reference an unwanted person. It was 
reported that Edward Hochrein, Jr. was knocking on the front door. Upon Ofc. 
Reese's arrival he did not locate anyone in the area. Ofc. Reese contacted 
Tanya Lewis who related she heard someone knocking on her door. She was unable 
to answer the door, however had her friend who was with her, Christopher Yeats, 
look through the peep hole to see who it was. Christopher described the person 
knocking on the front door as Hochrein. Tanya has both a no contact order, 
civil protection order, and a no trespass order against Hochrein preventing him 
from any type of contact with her or at the residence. 
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Tanya did not actually see Hochrein at the door, however Christopher did and 
related to Ofc. Reese that he had never seen or met Hochrein. I compiled a 
photo line-up with Hochrein in position #3 in which Yeats positively identified 
Hochrein as the person knocking on the front door. Hockrein has two prior 
convictions of no contact order violations, both in 2009 with Tanya Lewis. 
Because of the circumstances this offense would constitute a felony charge. 
================================================================= 
RECOMMENDATION: [XX] WARRANT 
[ ] SUMMONS 
================================================================= 
OFFICERS/INVESTIGATORS: 




PROSECUTOR to POLICE: 
DATE: 
[ J Charges filed 
[ J Warrant 
[ ] Referred to Juvenile Services 
[ ] Prosecution delayed for further investigation 
[ J Prosecution Declined 
[ J Summons 
Assigned Prosecutor: 
================================================================= 




Police Follow-up due by: 
================================================================= 
PROSECUTION DECLINED: (EXPLANATION) 
================================================================= 
CASE DISPOSITION: 
[ J Guilty plea as charged 
[ ] Guilty plea to other charge: 
[ ] Guilty verdict 
[ ] Not Guilty verdict 




Incident Number: 10-L1373 
Lewiston Police Department 
LAW Incident Table: 





Addr= 537 17TH AVE; #4 Area: D1A 
Contact: 
W OF 8TH ST, E 
City: Lewiston ST: ID Zip: 83501 
Comp1ainant& 172295 
Lst: LEWIS Fst: TANYA Mid: LOUISE 
DOB:  SSN: 
Rac: W Sx: F Tel: (208)791-7793 













Reese Chris R 
Schaffner J 
Reese Chris R 











13:38:54 01/28/2010 24 
RPT Written Incident Repo 








= = = = = = = = = = = = 
INVOLVEMENTS: 


















STEINWAND, JOSEPH THOMAS D 
HOCHREIN, EDWARD RAY JR 
YEATS, CHRISTOPHER WILLIAM 
LEWIS, TANYA LOUISE 
13:22 01/28/2010 Unwanted Pers 
VISION HAWK DVD $0 
LAW Incident Offenses Detail: 
Offense Codes 
Seq Code 
1 NCOV No Contact Order Violation 
LAW Incident Responders Detail 
Responding Officers 
Seq Name Unit 
1 Thueson Andrea 396 
2 Reese Chris R 357 











Main Radio Log Table: 
Time/Date Typ Unit Code Zone Agnc Description 
13:38:54 01/28/2010 1 357 24 D1A LPD1 incid#=10-L1373 Assignment Com 
13:38:54 01/28/2010 1 396 24 D1A LPD1 incid#=10-L1373 Assignment Com 
13:37:53 01/28/2010 1 396 23 D1A LPD1 incid#=10-L1373 Arrived at Sce 
13:37:38 01/28/2010 1 396 CMPLT D1A LPD1 incid#=10-L1373 Reassigned to 
13:32:17 01/28/2010 1 396 LOCTN D1A LPD1 Unit Location: 17 adams lane # 
13:29:25 01/28/2010 1 357 23 D1A LPD1 incid#=10-L1373 Arrived at Sce 
13:26:39 01/28/2010 1 357 17 D1A LPD1 incid#=10-L1373 Enroute call=2 




Officer Reese, #357 
28 January 10 
Typed by: #366 
Lewiston Police Department 
On January 28, 2010 at approximately 1320 hours, officers were sent to an 
unwanted person at 537 17th Avenue #4. Tanya Lewis was calling to report that Ed 
Hochrein was supposedly just at her residence. I was advised Ed is trespassed 
from the residence as well as having a no contact order as well as a protection 
order with Tanya. While enroute, communications advised that Ed was reportedly 
leaving in a white Honda type car in an unknown direction. 
Upon arrival, I was unable to locate Hochrein. I contacted Tanya at her 
residence. Tanya stated that just prior to contacting law enforcement she heard 
her door bell ring. Tanya was unable to come to the door so she had her friend, 
Christopher Yeats, look through the peep hole. Tanya described Hochrein to him 
and when Christopher stated "its your ex." Tanya told Christopher not to answer 
the door and she then called 911. Tanya related that she did not see the person 
standing at her front door, and that I would have to speak with Christopher 
concerning this. Tanya stated that she believes that Hochrein showed up at her 
apartment on Saturday and has reported other violations in the past. She stated 
that why she described Hochrein to Christopher and was afraid it might be him 
again. 
I spoke with Christopher who related that he saw a male subject standing outside 
Tanya's door. He described the subject wearing a red baseball cap and large 
sunglasses. Christopher stated the subject had a small amount of facial hair and 
described him as being a light complected Indian. Christopher stated that he has 
heard of Hochrein but he does not know him nor has he seen him before. I asked 
Christopher if he would be able to point out the subject in a lineup if he saw 
him again and he related that he would be able to. I went to the station and 
produced a lineup with Hochrein in position #3. I searched our computer database 
and found subjects of similar age and other physical descriptions of Hochrein. I 
placed Hochrein in position #3 with the other remaining subjects filling up the 
remaining five. 
I then contacted Christopher again at the 17th Avenue apartment. I informed 
Christopher the subject he saw standing at the front door mayor may not be in 
these photographs. I asked that if he saw the subject in the photographs to 
point him out, but informed him not to do this unless he was 100% sure it was 
the same person. 
I then proceeded to show Christopher the lineup, one by one, placing them on the 
hood of my car. After coming to person #2, I had Hochrein's picture in my hand 
and had not shown it to Christopher as of yet. Christopher saw me holding 
Hochrein's picture in my hand and stated, "that's him" pointing to Hochrein. 
Christopher related he was sure this was the same person. I had Christopher sign 
the back of Hochrein's picture as well as date it. I also showed him the 
16
remaining persons in the lineup, but Christopher was adamant it was person #3. 
After receiving a positive ID through the photo lineup, I confirmed both the no 
contact order and the protection order with Tanya being the protected person and 
Hochrein being the respondent. In both orders, it clearly states that Hochrein 
is not to have any contact at Tanya's residence nor be within 300 feet of her. 
It should be noted that I have contacted Hochrein and Tanya at the above 
residence and am certain that Hochrein knows Tanya still resides at the 17th 
Avenue apartment. 
I confirmed with misdmeanor probabtion officer Joe Steinwand that Hochrein is 
still on probation with their office. I contacted the NPC Prosecutor's Office 
and leanred that Hochrein has two prior convictions for violation of a No 
Contact Order, both with Tanya 1ewis in 2009 (09-14701 and 09-17499). Becuase of 
these circumstances, this incident would fall under the felony statute. 
Probation Officer Steinwand related he would try to get Hochrein to corne to his 
officer, however, these attempts have been unsuccessful so far. I have 
completed a Felony CAP sheet for the above charge and will request a warrant if 
Hochrein is not located with in the next week. 
I downloaded two Vision Hawk DVDs, one which recorded my initial contact with 
Tanya and Christopher and the second recording of the photo lineup which took 
place in front of my patrol car. I also placed the line-up I compiled with the 
case file. 
End of report 
Officer Chris Reese #357 
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FILED 
,010 FEB Ii APi 9 31 
PATTY O. WEEKS 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE QIi<iIi\l~fJ) I~~~~m§T~OIF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE~O'::)f'-' ..... t"1'" 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., 
Defendant. 
.,' DEPUTY 
CASE NO. C R 1 0 ~ 0 0 '9 9 0 
MAGISTRATES FINDING OF 
PROBABLE CAUSE FOR WARRANT OF 
ARREST 
The undersigned Magistrate having examined under oath Peace Officer 
_-=E=' =-"_'~--,\--,L=----,O""",-_\,---7"-,,O_V\ ___ , who seeks a warrant of arrest for the above-
referenced defendant, and after having examined said officer's Affidavit and the 
documents attached thereto, and probable cause having been shown, the undersigned 
Magistrate hereby finds that probable cause exists to believe that an offense has been 
committed and that the defendant has committed it, and authorizes the issuance of a 
warrant of arrest against the above-referenced defendant for the crime(s) of: COUNT 
I - VIOLATION OF A~~1fONTACT ORDER, I.C. §18-920, a felony. 






DANIEL L. SPICKLER 
Nez Perce County Prosecuting Attorney 
Post Office Box 1267 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 799-3073 
I.S.B.N. 2923 
FfLED 
2010 FEB q APi 9 35 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 




STATE OF I D A H 0 ) 
: ss. 
County of Nez Perce ) 
~Q10'" 
CASE NO. u" ,,' -----
COMPLAINT - CRIMINAL 
t'" 
PERSONALLY APPEARED Before me this L\ day of February 2010, in the 
County of Nez Perce, t:.v-,c 0\ ?o"'- , who, being first duly sworn, 
complains and says: that EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., did commit the following 
crime(s) : 
COUNT I 
VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, I.C. § 18-920, a felony 
That the Defendant, EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., on or about the 28th day of 
January, 2010 in the County of Nez Perce, State of Idaho, did go within 200 
feet of Tanya Lewis' residence in violation of a No Contact Order that was 
issued in Nez Perce County Case No. CR2009-0002146 and defendant was 
convicted of Domestic Battery in that case. 
COMPLAINT -1-
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That within five (5) years of said date defendant has twice previously pled guilty 
to or been convicted of I.e. 18-920, VIOLATION OF NO CONTACT ORDER: 
STATE OF IDAHO VS. EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF 
THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE 
COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE, CASE NO. CR2009-0004841, the Defendant having 
plead gUilty and/or was found guilty on June 2, 2009, Judgment of Conviction 
entered on June 2, 2009, signed by the Honorable Kent Merica and filed by the 
above-named Court on June 2, 2009. 
STATE OF IDAHO VS. EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF 
THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE 
COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE, CASE NO. CR2009-0004051, the Defendant having 
plead guilty and/or was found guilty on August 19, 2009, Judgment of 
Conviction entered on August 19, 2009, signed by the Honorable Jay Gaskill 
and filed by the above-named Court on August 19, 2009. 
All of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in such case 
and against the peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
Said Complainant therefore prays that EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR. be dealt with 
according to law. 
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. I. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Jif.''\-', ;:"'" ,,:' ,pc, ,~" 
CASE NO. l; r{l l.1 .. ~ :; 
Plaintiff, 
WARRANT FOR ARREST 
vs. 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., 
Defendant. 
THE STATE OF IDAHO: To any Sheriff, Constable, Marshal or Policeman of the State 
of Idaho, or the County of Nez Perce, GREETINGS: 
A complaint on oath having this day been 
£'<\L... 0\ ';0""- , charging that the crime(s) of: COUNT 
laid before me by 
I - VIOLATION OF A 
NO CONTACT ORDER, I.C. §18-920, a felony; has been committed, and accusing 
the above-named defendant thereof. 
YOU ARE THEREFORE COMMANDED, forthwith to arrest the above-named 
defendant in the daytime and bring said defendant before me at my office at Lewiston, 
in said County, or in case of my absence or inability to act, before the nearest or most 
accessible Judge in this County. 
2010. 
HEREIN FAIL NOT, and due return make hereof. 
BOND is hereby set at $ ::}aX2 . 07J 
WITNESS my hand at Lewiston, Idaho, on this the 
I 




WARRANT FOR ARREST -1-
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ENDORSEMENT TO ARREST IN NIGHTTIME 
YOU ARE FURTHER COMMANDED to arrest EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR. in the 
day time or night time and bring said defendant before me at my office at Lewiston, in 
said County, or in case of my absence or inability to act, before the nearest and most 
accessible Judge in this County. ~ 
WITNESS my hand at Lewiston, Idaho, on this the t/ day of February 2010. 
JUDGE 
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STATE OF IDAHO, CASE N . lie! (.\ .t. ! .!' '\, 
DEPUTY 
Plaintiff, 
WARRANT FOR ARREST 
vs. 
~DWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., 
Defendant. 
THE STATE OF IDAHO: To any Sheriff, Constable, Marshal or Policeman of the State 
of Idaho, or the County of Nez Perce, GREETINGS: 
A complaint on oath having this day been 
£'I'\L- 0\ ';'0""" , charging that the crime(s) of: COUNT 
laid before me by 
I - VIOLATION OF A 
NO CONTACT ORDER, I.C. §18-920, a felony; has been committed, and accusing 
the above-named defendant thereof. 
YOU ARE THEREFORE COMMANDED, forthwith to arrest the above-named 
defendant in the daytime and bring said defendant before me at my office at Lewiston, 
in said County, or in case of my absence or inability to act, before the nearest or most 
accessible Judge in this County. 
2010. 
HEREIN FAIL NOT, and due return make hereof. 
BOND is hereby set at $ qa:tJ. 6V 
WITNESS my hand at Lewiston, Idaho, on this the 
2i¥?5' .~ 3 :> ~ 
.~ -JU-D-G~E-----------------------
WARRANT FOR ARREST -1-
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ENDORSEMENT TO ARREST IN NIGHTTIME 
YOU ARE FURTHER COMMANDED to arrest EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR. in the 
day time or night time and bring said defendant before me at my office at Lewiston, in 
said County, or in case of my absence or inability to act, before the nearest and most 
accessible Judge in this County. .1P 
WITNESS my hand at Lewiston, Idaho, on this the _ttrd_ d~a'y of February 2010. 
+FCF-t==========S-::::;:r-~ 
JUDGE 
WARRANT FOR ARREST -2-
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, ill AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
CASE TITLE State v. fd (1 ld Va ~ tio( ~lf tJ 1/"-. JUDGE Mevicu 
HEARING TYPE Initial Arraienment CLERK Y1LLQL~J 
PLF ATTORNEY TAPE # Ch2.i/V\d-
-DEF ATTORNEY CASE # tQIO-qqO 
OTHERS PRESENT DATE Ci·8 )() 
TIME 1:15 PM 
BE IT KNOW THAT THE FOLLOWING PROCEEDINGS WERE HAD, TO WIT: 
)/Court advises Def of rights and charges 
--/Court sets Preliminary Hearing for at 1:30 PM 
,.6~f requests court appointed counsel and signs Affidavit 







IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOf-TJIf ~TY OF NEZ PERCE 
MAGISTRAfl':, lllYIllld!::l 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) 2010 FEB 8 AM 9 51 
) No. -Uf"A"'-1 ni l'"""'O".""I'\lff. E E K S 
) NtmFtc:~' Itt ~i ) ~~ y~"~p~~ 
Plaintiff, 
v, ) FELO ~'-~ 
!/orh. 'l'e ,'VI £JwavJ ~ cJr 
Defendant. ) 
The purpose of this initial appearance is to advise you of your rights and the charge(s) 
against you. 
• You have the right to be represented by an attorney at all times. 
• If you want an attorney, but cannot pay for one, the court will appoint one to help you, If you are 
found guilty or plead guilty, you may be ordered to reimburse Nez Perce County for the cost of 
your defense. 
• You have the right to remain silent. Any statement you make could be used against you. 
• You have the right to bail. 
• You have the right to a preliminary hearing before a judge. 
• The purpose of a preliminary hearing is to determine whether probable cause exists to believe you 
have committed the crime( s) charged. A preliminary hearing is not a trial to decide guilt or 
innocence, 
• You can cross-examine all witnesses who testify against you. 
• You can present evidence, testify yourself if you wish, and have witnesses ordered to testify by 
subpoena. 
• If the court finds probable cause exists that you committed the crime(s) charged, or if you waive 
your preliminary hearing, you will be sent to the District Court for arraignment. 
If you have questions about the charge(s), about your rights or the court process, don't hesitate to speak 
up, It is important that you understand. 
Acknowledgment of Rights. 
I have read this entire document, and I understand these rights as set forth above, 
Date --,Z=,h<--L--ffl'--'.I-=..O __ Defendant's Signature ~ d~~7jI: 
T; 
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IN THE DISTRlCT COURT OF THE SECOND ~J!AL DISTRlCT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 










AFFIDAVIT OF FINANCIAL STATUS, 
APPLICATION FOR PUBLIC 
DEFENDER, AND ORDER APPOINTING 
This application must be fIlled out completely before it can be reviewed for assignment of a 













City I---Gdi -5+cw, 
Are you Employed? No 
State -=s.~J=-. ___ Zip :1,'3::=0 ( 
r:I---= Yes _____ Where? __ ~----
Income/Take home pay: Monthly 9' Bi-weekly --,;%"",-__ Weekly 
Married? No 0<- Yes_--'--__ SpouseName ___ -'--_____ _ 
Spouse Employed? No ~ Yes _____ Where? ______ _ 
Spouse's IncomelTake home pay: Monthly ___ Bi-weekly __ Weekly __ _ 
How many children? Ages ---.-:6"'--_______ _ 
Debts (per month): 
1. Rent 7-00 2. Food ?-D ~ 3. Utilities _____ _ 
4. Car _____ _ 5. Medical Qvt'r ~b/DJ 6. Credit Cards 
7. Loan _____ _ 
OwnHome? No ~ 
8. Other 9. Child Support oJeI ~!JC!5j2Q 
Yes Equity ______ _ 
Rent Home? No _--,r::LL=~. __ Yes ____ _ 
LivewithParents? No _____ Yes OZ-.. 
""I'm AVTT ()]' FINANCIAL STATUS 
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J. Approximate Value Of All Assets And Property: 
1. Motor Vehicles How Many? ________ _ 
Make and Model 
2. Furniture 
3. Sporting Equipment 
4. GlIDS O.lOW many) 
5. Stocks and Bonds 
6. Name of Bank 
7. Cashon Hand 
8. Jewelry 
9. Other 
K. Did you File Federal Income Tax Last Year? , 
Boats 
Cash in Bank 
No ('/ Yes Am.ount Filed 
---~ 
L. Can You BOlTOW Money to Pay an Attorney? No ~ Yes __ 
I HEREBY ACKNOWLEDGE THAT I MAY BE REQUIRED TO REIMBURSE NEZ 
PERCE COTJ"NTY FOR THE SERVICES OF THE PUBLIC DEFENDER. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT ALL OF THE ANSVilERS TO THE FOREGOING 
QUESTIONS ARE UNIlER OATH AND SVilEAR THAT THE SAME ARE TRUE 
AND CORRECT A.® IF I HA VB INTENIONALL Y ANSVilERED ANY OF SAID 
QUESTIONS INCORRECTLY I MAY BE PROSECUTED FOR PERIURY. 
'1J ~ ;J1: 
DATE DEFENDANT'S SIGNATURE 
ORDER 
Based upon the information contained in the court record and on the above filed affidavit, 
the court hereby GRANTS ~12~S '" t.he defendant's application for a 
public defender.
r 
• k"1ki V is hereby appomted as counsel to 
remesent the delendant m the above-e tJtlbd case. . 
D:ted this --'l-~y of QJo ,20 /0. 
J e 
t 3 
Judge, Magistrate DlVlslOn 
AFFIDAVIT OF FINANCIAL STATUS 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT 6D~J~~E~mffi\JDI~9AL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND f>Y?~:rij.Ei,<i2~TY OF NEZ PERCE 
CLERK Oi..:Jl~ 
DEPlJTY 










Plaintiff, ( ) NOTICE OF PRELIMINARY 
CONFERENCE 




) NOTICE OF SENTENCING 
) NOTICE OF HEARING ON 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN TO the above-named Defendant that the following hearing 
has been set in your case at which you are to appear in the Courtroom of the Nez Perce County 
Courthouse, as indicated below: 




__ day of , 20 __ 
. PRELIMINAl)Y..BfARING to begin at i ' , p.m., on the 
\~ day of 1=,i(0).t(",/~!,"i.V""""; 20~. V :·t 
7 
SENTENCING to begin at , _.m. on the __ day of 
______ ,,20 
HEARING to begin at ____ , _.m. on the __ day of 
______ "' 20 __ 
YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT IF YOU DO NOT APPEAR IN COURT AT SAID 
TIME AND PLACE, ANY BOND POSTED MAY BE FORFEITED BY THE COURT AND A 
WARRANT MAY BE ISSUED FOR YOUR ARREST WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE. 
( Copy to Prosecuting Attorney 
(/) Copy handed to Defendant 
( ) Copy mailed to Defendant 
Copy mailed/handed/placed in 
basket to Defenpant's Attorney 
Frfc"V 
BY ORDER OF: 
{"Clerk 
Moneysaver Printshop 36435 
29
William J. Fitzgerald, ISBN 1974 
Robert J. Van Idour, ISBN 2644 
Joanna M. McFarland, ISBN 7112 
FITZGERALD & VAN IDOUR 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
111 Main Street, Suite 301 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-6100 
Facsimile: (208) 746-5571 
Attorneys for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs 










CASE NO. CR10-00990 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 
TO: THE PROSECUTING ATTORNEY, LEWISTON, NEZ PERCE COUNTY, STATE 
OF IDAHO: 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned, pursuant to Rule 16 of the Idaho 
Criminal Rules, requests discovery and inspection of the following information, 
evidence, and materials: 
ONE: Disclose to defense any and all material or information within your 
possession or control or which may hereafter come into your possession or control 
which tends to negate the guilt of the accused as to the offense charged or which would 
tend to reduce the punishment therefore, 
TWO: Permission to the defendant to inspect and copy or photograph any 
relevant, written, or recorded statements made by the defendant or copies thereof 
within the possession, custody or control of the state. 
THREE: The substance of any relevant, oral statement made by the defendant 
or copies thereof within the possession, custody or control of the state. 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 1 
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FOUR: Permission of the defendant to inspect and copy or photograph any 
written or recorded statements of a co-defendant and the substance of any relevant, 
oral statement made by a co-defendant, whether before or after arrest, in response to 
interrogation by any person known by the co-defendant to be a peace officer or agent of 
the prosecuting attorney. 
FIVE: Furnish to the defendant a copy of the prior criminal record of the 
defendant, if any. 
SIX: Permission of the defendant to inspect and copy or photograph books, 
papers, documents, photographs, tangible objects, buildings or places, or copies or 
portions thereof, which are in the possession, custody, or control of the prosecuting 
attorney and which are material to the preparation of the defense or intended for use by 
the prosecutor as evidence at trial or obtained from or belonging to the defendant. 
SEVEN: Permit the defendant to inspect and copy or photograph any results or 
reports of physical or mental examinations and of scientific tests or experiments made 
in connection with the particular case or copies thereof within the possession, custody, 
or control of the prosecuting attorney. 
EIGHT: Furnish to the defendant written list of the names and addresses of all 
persons having knowledge of relevant facts who may be called by the state as 
witnesses at the trial, together with any record of prior felony convictions of any such 
person which is within the knowledge of the prosecuting attorney. 
NINE: Furnish to the defendant statements made by the prosecution's 
witnesses or prosecuting attorney or agents or to any official involved in the 
investigatory process of the case. 
TEN: Furnish to the defendant reports and memoranda made by any police 
officer or investigator in connection with the investigation or prosecution of the case. 
ELEVEN: Defendant hereby requests pursuant to Brady v. Marvland, 373 U.S. 
83 (1963) and I.C.R. 16(a) that the State disclose to the defense any and all 
exculpatory material and/or exculpatory information in this case. Defendant specifically 
objects to and rejects any requirement or request that Defendant notify the State, in 
writing or otherwise, of the defenses that he or she is or may be asserting in this case 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 2 
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as a condition of disclosure of such exculpatory information and/or exculpatory material 
to the defense. Any such precondition for disclosure of exculpatory material and/or 
exculpatory information violates the 4th , 5th and 6th Amendments to the United States 
Constitution, the ruling in Brady v. Maryland, 373 U.S. 83 (1963), I.C.R. 16(a) and (c), 
attorney -client privilege and the work product doctrine. By this demand for disclosure 
the Defendant demands production of all material and information which the State does 
not disclose and Defendant demands notification of the State's determination to 
withhold material and information from Defendant so that Defendant can file a timely 
motion to compel the disclosure and production of the withheld material and/or 
information. Without waiving any objection to the State's request that Defendant notify 
the State of Defendant's planned defense(s) the State is further notified that a defense 
in this and every case in which this Request for Discovery is made includes, but is not 
limited to, the defense that material and/or information withheld by the State was and is 
exculpatory and if disclosed to Defendant would have resulted in Defendant's acquittal 
or dismissal of all charges. 
The undersigned further requests permission to inspect and copy said 
information, evidence and materials not required to be furnished within fourteen (14) 
days from receipt of this notice, o~ch other time as counsel may agree. 
DATED this \C-Iv- day of :::J~"\J.< ,2010. 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 
FITZGfRALD & VAN IDOUR 
Attorneys for Defendant 
3 
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CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this IliA day of-",' ",+,~'""'-'+-_' 2010, I caused a 
true and correct copy of the foregoing instrument to be delivere to the Nez Perce 
County Prosecuting Attorney, Lewiston, Idaho 83501, 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 
FITZGERALD & VAN IDOUR 
Attorneys for Defendant 
4 
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DANIEL L. SPICKLER 
Nez Perce County Prosecuting Attorney 
APRIL A. SMITH 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Post Office Box 1267 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 799-3073 
I.S.B.N. 7009 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
Plaintiff, INFORMATION 
vs. 




APRIL A. SMITH Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, in and for the County of Nez 
Perce, State of Idaho, who in the name and by the authority of the State, prosecutes 
in its behalf, comes now into the District Court of the County of Nez Perce, and states 
that EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR. is accused by this Information of the following 
crime(s): 
COUNT I 
VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, I.C. § 18-920, a felony 
That the Defendant, EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., on or about the 28th day of 
January, 2010 in the County of Nez Perce, State of Idaho, did go within 200 
feet of Tanya Lewis' residence in violation of a No Contact Order that was 
issued in Nez Perce County Case No. CR2009-0002146 and defendant was 
convicted of Domestic Battery in that case. 
All of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in such cases 
and against the peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
~;11~( c;t1A~~1r 
APRIL Pl.. SMITH 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
INFORMATION - 1 
34
That within five (5) years of said date defendant has twice previously pled guilty 
to or been convicted of I.C. 18-920, VIOLATION OF NO CONTACT ORDER: 
STATE OF IDAHO VS. EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF 
THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE 
COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE, CASE NO. CR2009-0004841, the Defendant having 
plead guilty and/or was found guilty on June 2, 2009, Judgment of Conviction 
entered on June 2, 2009, signed by the Honorable Kent Merica and filed by the 
above-named Court on June 2, 2009. 
STATE OF IDAHO VS. EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF 
THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE 
COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE, CASE NO. CR2009-0004051, the Defendant having 
plead guilty and/or was found guilty on August 19, 2009, Judgment of 
Conviction entered on August 19, 2009, signed by the Honorable Jay Gaskill 
and filed by the above-named Court on August 19, 2009. 




State of Idaho vs. Edward Ray Hochrein Jr 
Hearing type: Preliminary Hearing 
Hearing date: 2/17/2010 
Time: 1:59 pm 
Judge: Jay P. Gaskill 
Courtroom: 2 
Minutes Clerk: Evans 
Tape Number: ct rm 2 
Defense Attorney: F & V . Bob VanIdour 
























Vanldour; Hochrein and Smith present 
No preliminary matters from the State; Vanldour moves to exclude 
witoesses; Court grants motion to exclude witnesses 
State calls Chris Yeats; Sworn in by clerk 
State - direct exam 
Witness identifies defendant 
State ends direct exam 
Vanldour - cross exam 
Vanldour ends cross exam 
State - redirect; Vanldour has no recross 
Witness steps down and is excused 
State calls Chris Reese; Sworn in by clerk 
State - direct exam 
Vanldour objects - hearsay; Court overrules objection; State continues 
direct exam 
Vanldour objects; Court overrules objection; State continues direct exam 
Witness identifies defendant 
State ends direct exam 
Vanldour - cross exam 
Vanldour ends cross exam; State has no redirect; Witness steps down and 
is excused 
State has no other witoesses; State motions court to admit State's Exhibit 
#1, #2, #3, #4 and #5 and asks court to take judicial notice of the 3 files 
Vanldour addresses court 
Court admits State's Exhibits #1 . #5 and takes judicial notice of CR-09-
4051, CR-09-4841 and CR-09-2146 
Vanldour has no witoesses to call or exhibits to enter; State submits 
Vanldour submits 
Court binds matter over to district court to appear in front of Judge 
Kerrick on 02-25 -2010 at 1: 15 p.m. 
Vanldour requests bond reduction or OR 





State objects to reduction or OR and requests that bond remain set at the 
same amount 
Court leaves bond set as is at $5000.00 
Recess 
COURT MINUTES 2 
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\ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT ~mn~~:.~r~ ~hJDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN -2J E COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 










CASE NO. CR-2010-0990 
ORDER BINDING OVER 
The undersigned Magistrate having HEARD the Preliminary hearing in the above entitled 
matter on the 17th day of February, 2010, and it appearing to me that the offense set forth in the 
Complaint theretofore filed herein has been committed, and there is sufficient cause to believe the 
above named defendant gnilty thereof. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the said defendant be held to answer the same, and said 
defendant is hereby bound over to the District Court for trial on the charge(s) of: VIOLATION OF 
A NO CONTACT ORDER, I.C § 18-920, ONE COUNT, A FELONEY. 
DATED this I ~ of February, 201Q,-. __ --,'~ 
THIS CASE HAS BEEN ASSIGNED TO: 
ORDER BINDING OVER 1 
\\ 
CARLB.KE K, DISTRICT JUDGE 
!-; 
38
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Sf'nd Judicial District Court, State of "~o 
in and For the County of Nez Perce 
1230 Main St. 
'" rlfwiston, Idaho 83501 
L_/ 
\Sp j:O\ I Lmu FE\} 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Edward Ray Hochrein Jr, \JT' 
Defendant. 
Case No: CR,2010,0000990 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above,entitled case is hereby set for: 
Arraignment 
Judge: 
Thursday, February 25, 201001:15 PM 
Carl B. Kerrick 
at the Nez Perce County Courthouse in Lewiston, Idaho. 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of this Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and 
on file in this office. I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as follows on this date Thursday, 




NOTICE OF HEARING 
• 
Edward Ray Hochrein Jr 
2016 13th Ave #1 
Lewiston, 10 83501 
Mailed -- Hand Delivered X @ NPC Jail 
F&V 
111 Main St Ste 301 
Lewiston, 10 83501 
April A Smith 
Mailed -- Hand Delivered1 
Mailed Hand Delivered X --
Dated: Thursday. Februarv 18. 2010 
Patty 0. Weeks 
Clerk Of The Dist ict Court 
By: 
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DANIEL L. SPICKLER 
Nez Perce County Prosecuting Attorney 
APRIL A. SMITH 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Post Office Box 1267 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 799-3073 
I.S.B.N. 7009 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
Plaintiff, 
vs. REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., 
Defendant. 
TO THE ABOVE-NAMED DEFENDANT: 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned, pursuant to Rule 16 of the Idaho 
Criminal Rules, requests discovery and inspection of the following information, 
evidence and materials: 
1. Books, papers, documents, photographs, tangible objects or portions 
thereof, which are within the possession, custody, or control of the defendant, and 
which the defendant intends to introduce in evidence at trial; 
2. All results or reports of physical or mental examinations and of scientific 
tests or experiments made in connection with this particular case, or copies thereof, 
within the possession or control of the defendant, which the defendant intends to 
introduce in evidence at the trial, or which were prepared by a witness whom the 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY -1-
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defendant intends to call at the trial, when the results or reports relate to testimony of 
the witness; 
3. A list of names and addresses of witnesses the defendant intends to call 
at tria I. 
4. Please provide the State with a written summary or report of any expert 
witness testimony that the Defendant intends to introduce pursuant to Idaho Criminal 
Rules 702, 703 and 705 at trial or hearing in the above-captioned matter. Said 
summary must describe the expert's opinions, the facts and data for those opinions 
and the expert's qualifications. This request shall also include any expert opinions 
regarding mental health pursuant to Idaho Code Section 18-207. 
The undersigned further requests permission to inspect and copy said 
information, within 14 days from the date of this request at the Prosecuting Attorney's 
Office, LeWiston, Idaho. 
REOUEST FOR NOTICE OF DEFENSE OF ALIBI 
Pursuant to Idaho Code Section 19-519 and Idaho Criminal Rule 12.1, the 
prosecuting Attorney requests that you serve upon his office within ten days of your 
receipts of this request a written notice of the intention of your client to offer a 
defense of alibi in the above-referenced matter. 
Such notice must state the specific place or places at which the defendant 
claims to have been at the time of the alleged offense and the names and addresses 
of the witnesses upon whom he intends to rely to establish such alibi. 
DATED this I q r1t day of February 2010 . 
.ft.w.~JJl1ifl 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY -2-
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AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 
I declare under penalty of perjury that a full, true, complete and correct copy of 
the foregoing REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY was 
(1) hand delivered, or 
(2) L hand delivered via court basket, or 
(3) sent via facsimile, or 
(4) mailed, postage prepaid, by depositing the same in the United 
States M a i I. 
ADDRESSED TO THE FOLLOWING: 
Robert J. Van Idour 
FITZGERALD & VAN !DOUR 
111 Main Street, Suite 301 
Lewiston Idaho 83501 
DATED this ~ay of Febru 
Legal Assistant 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY -3-
'V\J\OlG 
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DANIEL L. SPICKLER 
Nez Perce County Prosecuting Attorney 
APRIL A. SMITH 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Post Office Box 1267 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 799-3073 
LS.B.N. 7009 
Arl 1 L 1.~9 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR 
DISCOVERY 
TO THE ABOVE-NAMED DEFENDANT AND COUNSEL: 
COMES NOW, the State in the above-entitled matter, and submits the following 
Response to Request for Discovery. 
The State has complied with such request by providing the following: 
1. Any relevant written or recorded statements made by the defendant, or 
copies thereof, within the possession, custody or control of the State, the existence of 
which is known or is available to the prosecuting attorney by the exercise of due 
diligence; and also the substance of any relevant, oral statement made by the 
defendant whether before or after arrest to a peace officer, prosecuting attorney, or 
the prosecuting attorney's agent have been disclosed, made available, or are attached 
hereto as set forth in Exhibit "B." 
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2. Any written or recorded statements of a co-defendant; and the substance 
of any relevant oral statement made by a co-defendant whether before or after arrest 
in response to interrogation by any person known by the co-defendant to be a peace 
officer or agent of the prosecuting attorney, have been disclosed, made available, or 
are attached hereto as set forth in Exhibit "B." 
3. Defendant's prior criminal record, if any, has been disclosed, made 
available, or is attached hereto as set forth in Exhibit "B." 
4. Any books, papers, documents, photographs, tangible objects, buildings, 
or places, or copies or portions thereof, which are in the possession, custody, or 
control of the prosecuting attorney and which are material to the preparation of the 
defense or intended for use by the prosecutor as evidence at trial or obtained from or 
belonging to the defendant have been disclosed, made available, or are attached 
hereto as set forth in Exhibit "B." 
5. Any results or reports of physical or mental examinations, and of 
scientific tests or experiments, made in connection with the particular case, or copies 
thereof, within the possession, custody, or control of the prosecuting attorney, the 
existence of which is known or is available to the prosecuting attorney by the exercise 
of due diligence have been disclosed, made available, or are attached hereto as set 
forth in Exhibit "B." 
6. A written list of the names and addresses of all persons having 
knowledge of relevant facts who may be called by the state as witnesses at the trial is 
set forth in Exhibit "A." Any record of prior felony convictions of any such persons 
which is within the knowledge of the prosecuting attorney and all statements made by 
the prosecution witnesses or prospective prosecution witnesses to the prosecuting 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 2 
44
attorney or the prosecuting attorney's agents or to any official involved in the 
investigatory process of the case have been disclosed, made available, or are attached 
hereto as set forth in Exhibit "A." 
7. Any reports and memoranda in possession of the prosecuting attorney 
which were made by any police officer or investigator in connection with this 
investigation or prosecution of this case have been disclosed, made available, or are 
attached hereto as set forth in Exhibit "B." 
8. All material or information within the prosecuting attorney's possession 
or control which tends to negate the guilt of the accused as to the offense charged or 
which would tend to reduce the punishment therefore have been disclosed, made 
available, or are attached hereto as set forth in Exhibit "B." In addition, with regard 
to material or information which may be exculpatory as used or interpreted, the State 
requests that the defendant inform the State, in writing, of the defense which will be 
asserted in this case, so counsel for the State can determine if any additional material 
or information may be material to the defense, and thus fulfill its duty under LC.R. 
16(a) and Brady v. Maryland, 373 U.S. 83 (1963). 
9. Wherever this Response indicates that certain evidence or materials have 
been disclosed, made available, or are attached hereto as set forth in Exhibit "B," such 
indication should not be construed as confirmation that such evidence or materials 
exist, but simply as an indication that if such evidence or materials exist, they have 
been disclosed or made available to the defendant. Furthermore, any items which are 
listed in Exhibit "B" but are not specifically provided, or which are referred to in 
documents which are listed in Exhibit "B," are available for inspection upon 
appointment with the Prosecuting Attorney's Office. 
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10. The State reserves the right to supplement any and all sections of this 
response if and when more information becomes available. 
11. The State objects to requests by the defendant for anything not 
addressed above on the grounds that such requests are outside the scope AND/OR are 
irrelevant under I.C. R. 16. 
DATED this l q t1l day of February 2010. 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 
I declare under penalty of perjury that a full, true, complete and correct copy of 
the foregoing RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY was 
(1) hand delivered, or 
(2) ~ hand delivered via court basket, or 
(3) sent via facsimile, or 
(4) mailed, postage prepaid, by depositing the same in the United 
States M a i I. 
ADDRESSED TO THE FOLLOWING: 
Robert J. Van Idour 
FITZGERALD & VAN !DOUR 
111 Main Street, Suite 301 
Lewiston Idaho 83501 
DATED this ~day of February 2010. 
Legal Assistant 

























LIST OF WITNESSES 
STATE OF IDAHO vs. EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR. 
NEZ PERCE COUNTY CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
CHRIS REESE 
Lewiston Police Department 
1224 "F" Street Lewiston, ID 83501 
(208) 746-0171 
TANYA L. LEWIS 
537 17th Avenue, #4 Lewiston, ID 83501 
UNKNOWN 
CHRISTOPHER W. YEATS 
631 7th Ave. Lewiston, ID 83501 
(208) 746-0384 
ANDREA M. THUESON 
Lewiston Police Department 




1113 "F" Street Lewiston, ID 83501 
(208) 799-3176 
BARBARA C. CONDREY 
Lewiston Police Department 
1224 F Street Lewiston, ID 83501 
(208) 746-0171 
JANETTE SCHAFFNER 
Lewiston Police Department 
1224 F Street Lewiston, ID 83501 
(208) 746-0171 
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EXHIBIT "B" 
LIST OF REPORTS 
STATE OF IDAHO vs. EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR. 
NEZ PERCE COUNTY CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
1. Lewiston Police Department Cap Sheet, pages 1-2. 
2. Law Incident Table, pages 3-4. 
3. Narrative by Reese, pages 5-6. 
4. Supplemental Narrative by Condrey, page 7. 
5. Main Names Table, pages 8-16. 
6. Criminal History, pages 17-36. 
7. Statements have been requested and will be supplemented upon receipt. 
8. Copy of 911 Call and Visionhawk. (1 DVD - please send replacement) 
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William J. Fitzgerald, ISBN 1974 
Robert J. Van Idour, ISBN 2644 
Joanna M. McFarland, ISBN 7112 
Fitzgerald & Van Idour 
Attorneys at Law 
111 Main Street, Suite 301 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-6100 
Facsimile: (208) 746-5571 
Attorneys for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 











CASE NO. CR10-00990 
DISCOVERY COMPLIANCE 
The defense responds to the State's Request for Discovery as follows: 
1. No books, papers, documents, photographs, tangible objects etc., are in the 
Defendant's possession that Defendant currently intends to produce at trial. 
2. No scientific tests or examinations have been performed by the defense or at its 
request. 
3. In addition to the witnesses whose names and addresses were provided to the 
defense in the State's Response to Discovery, the Defendant reserves the right to testify 
on Defendant's own behalf. 
4. There are no additional witnesses at this time. If and when we do receive a list 
of additional witnesses, an amended discovery will be made. 
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" Dated this ----'--_ day of .L,J,. ,2010. 
FITZGERALD & VAN IDOUR 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
, '/ 'R " I,. ,.-.. , i, 
By: t t,)_I .. 
\\.) 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this-----" __ day of --"'C=,!,-'--___ ---'--, 2010, 
I caused a true and correct copy of this document to be delivered to the Nez Perce County 
Prosecuting Attorney, Lewiston, ID 83501 
FITZGERALD & VAN IDOUR 









State of Idaho vs. Edward Ray Hochrein jr 
Hearing type: Arraignment 
Hearing date: 2/25/2010 
Time: 1:33 pm 
judge: Carl B. Kerrick 
Courtroom: 1 
Court reporter: Nancy Towler 
Minutes Clerk: TERESA 
Tape Number: CRTRM 1 
Defense Attorney: F & V 
Prosecutor: Sandra Dickerson 
Defendant present, in custody, with counsel. 
State's Information previously filed for the crime of Violation of a No Contact 
Court reads the Information. 
Defendant understands the charge and penalties. 
Defendant's name, date of birth and social security number are correct. 
13707 Defendant enters plea of not gUilty. jury trial set for 6-1-10 at 9 a.m., pretrial 
motions along with supporting briefs due 4-8-10, responding briefs due 4-22-10, Court will 
hear pretrial motions on 5-13-10 at 2 :30 p.m. if no motions are filed there will not be a 
hearing and final pretrial conference set for 5-20-10 at 3:30 p.m. 
13831 Mr. Van Idour addresses the Court re: OR or bond reduction. 
13851 Ms. Dickerson addresses the Court. 
13912 Mr. Van Idour responds. 
13930 Defendant addresses the Court. 
14010 Court addresses Defendant and leaves bond set at $5,000.00. 
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U t DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 












CASE NO. CRI0-00990 
ORDER SETTING JURY TRIAL 
AND SCHEDULING PROCEEDINGS 
The above-entitled case is hereby scheduled as follows: 
JURY Trial shall commence on June 1,2010 at the hour of9:00 a.m.; 
All pre-trial motions shall be filed on or before April 8, 2010; 
Supporting Briefs due: April 8, 2010; 
Responding Briefs due: April 22, 2010; 
All pre-trial motions shall be heard at the hour of2:30 p.m. on Thursday, May 13, 2010, with the 




Final pre-trial conference and the date and time by which plea bargaining must be completed May 
20,2010, at 3:30 p.m. 
Dated this 
l 
3/ day of March, 2010. () 
~L,"-14,f-!....~JLJ'-.::::::=~O=· ~_ 
CARL B. KERRICK-District Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certifY that a true copy of 
the foregoing ORDER SETTING JURY TRIAL 
AND SCHEDULING PROCEEDINGS was mailed, 
postage prepaid, by the ~ersigned at 
Lewiston, Idaho, this Z day of 
March, 2010, to: 
Robert Van Idour - f)le.~~ W-
III Main Street, Ste 301 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
April Smith _(\I\(.~t,.Y 
P.O. Box 1267 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
ORDER SETTING JURY TRIAL 
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ROBERT J. VAN IDOUR, ISBN 2644 
FITZGERALD & VAN IDOUR 
Attorneys at Law 
Lewis Clark Plaza, Suite 301 
III Main Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-6100 
Facsimile: (208) 746-5571 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF T JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 












Case No. CRI0-990 
MOTION FOR PREPARATION OF 
TRANSCRIPT 
AFFIDAVIT OF COUNSEL 
MOTION 
Defendant, by and through his undersigned counsel of record, moves the Court to enter an 
Order for preparation of a transcript, at State expense, of the testimony presented at the 
preliminary hearing in this matter on March 25,2009. This Motion is based on I.C. §19-852, the 
records and file of this cas,e and the supporting Affidavit herein. 
"\ " Dated: March ",( ~.) 2010 
STATE OF IDAHO 






Robert J. Van Idour 
Defense Coui1s'el 
Robert J. Van Idour, after first being duly sworn on oath, says as follows: 
MOTION FOR PREPARATION OF 
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I am the assigned defense counsel in this case. 
The preliminary hearing in this was heard on February 17, 2010. The case is now set for 
arraignment. In order to properly prepare for cross-examination of the State's witnesses and 
general trial preparation it is necessary to have a transcript of the witnesses' testimony at the 
preliminary hearing. 
My client is indigent and is represented by my firm as the primary public defender in Nez 
Perce County. Affiant is requesting that the Court enter an Order that a transcript ofthe 
witnesses' testimony as noted above be provided to the defense at State expense. 
Further your affiant sayeth not. 
Dated: March~J. , 20 I 0 
Robert J. VanI our 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to on March '~7Jl, 20 I 0 before me, a Notary Public of 
Idaho, residing at Lewiston, therein. 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
~P1/L.1? kckL 
Notary Public ofIdaho, 
residing at Lewiston, therein 
My Commission expires on: 
({-II~/fL 
I hereby certify that a true copy of this document was delivered to th~ la,,\offices of the 
Prosecuting Attorney, 1221 F Street, Lewiston, ID 83501 on March,~ t,-' ,2010 via the 
below notedJUethod: 
Hand delivered via Valley Messengers 
Sent via facsimile to facsimile number 208-799-3080 
. Sent via postage prepaid U.S. Mail 
FITZGERALD & VAN IDOUR 
G • n 
i \ \s)\ I \. \~IL By ''-._/' -J (I, '-..f ' 
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ROBERT J. VAN IDOUR, ISBN 2644 
FITZGERALD & VAN IDOUR 
Attorneys at Law 
Lewis Clark Plaza, Suite 301 
111 Main Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-6100 
Facsimile: (208) 746-5571 
ZOIQ r~AR ,., RITj J .. 8 50 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 












Case No. CRI0-990 
ORDER FOR PREPARA nON OF 
TRANSCRIPT 
The Court having reviewed the Motion for Transcript filed by the defendant and being fully 
informed in the premises, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that a transcript of the witnesses' testimony 
given during the preliminary hearing in this case on February 17, 2010 shall be prepared at State 
expense and a copy thereof provided to defense counsel, pursuant to I.C. § 19-852. 
Dated: March :;r"{/20 1 0 
Carl B. Kerrick 
District Court Judge 
3 ·/0 
ORDER FOR PREP ARA nON OF 
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CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I hereby certifY that a true copy o~is document was delivered to the law offices of the 
following counsel on March.3 ,2010 via the below noted method: 
Prosecuting Attorney, 1109 F Street, Lewiston, ID 83501 
~ Hand delivered via Valley Messengers 
Sent via facsimile to facsimile number 208-799-3080 
Sent via postage prepaid U.S. Mail 
Fitzgerald & Van Idour, Attorneys at Law, III Main Street, Suite 301, Lewiston, ID 83501 
_--"'~'-- Hand delivered via V alley Messengers 
Sent via facsimile to facsimile number 208-799-3080 
Sent via postage prepaid U.S. Mail 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT, PATTY O. WEEKS 
. "' .. ~.". 
ORDER FOR PREPARATION OF 
TRANSCRIPT 2 
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DANIEL L. SPICKLER 
Nez Perce County Prosecuting Attorney 
APRIL A. SMITH 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Post Office Box 1267 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 799-3073 
LS.B.N.7009 
, ,,-1 if ') 
'-- _ ~ .l 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 
COMES NOW the undersigned, APRIL A. SMITH, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
for Nez Perce County, Idaho, and pursuant to Defendant's Request for Discovery in 
the case herein, makes the following supplemental disclosure compliance pursuant to 
Idaho Criminal Rules, Rule 16. 
1. That attached hereto is AMENDED EXHIBIT "A" which sets forth additional 
persons who may be called by the State as witnesses at a trial, none of whom are 
known by the undersigned to have any prior felony convictions, unless otherwise 
indicated. The State will continue to provide names of any witnesses as they become 
available. 
2. That attached hereto is AMENDED EXHIBIT "B" which sets forth additional 
reports. 
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APR Ll~ SMITH 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 
I declare under penalty of perjury that a full, true, complete and correct copy of 
the foregoing SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY was 
(1) hand delivered, or 
(2) hand delivered via court basket, or 
(3) sent via facsimile, or 
(4) mailed, postage prepaid, by depositing the same in the United 
States Mail. 
ADDRESSED TO THE FOLLOWING: 
Robert J. Van Idour 
FITZGERALD & VAN !DOUR 
111 Main Street, Suite 301 
Lewiston Idaho 83501 
\~iA 
DATED this leil day of March 
L. LOHMAN 
Legal Assistant 
FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 3 
61
AMENDED EXHIBIT "Au 
AMENDED LIST OF WITNESSES 
STATE OF IDAHO vs. EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR. 
NEZ PERCE COUNTY CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
1. NAME: CHRIS REESE 
2. 
3. 
ADDRESS: Lewiston Police Department 
1224 "F" Street Lewiston, ID 83501 







TANYA L. LEWIS 
537 17th Avenue, #4 Lewiston, ID 83501 
UNKNOWN 
CHRISTOPHER W. YEATS 
631 7th Ave. Lewiston, ID 83501 
(208) 746-0384 
4. NAME: ANDREA M. THUESON 
ADDRESS: Lewiston Police Department 
1224 "F" Street Lewiston, ID 83501 
PHONE: (208) 746-0171 
5. NAME: JOE STEINWAND 
ADDRESS: Court Services 
1113 "F" Street Lewiston, ID 83501 
PHONE: (208) 799-3176 
6. NAME: BARBARA C. CONDREY 
ADDRESS: Lewiston Police Department 
1224 F Street Lewiston, ID 83501 
PHONE: (208) 746-0171 
7. NAME: JANETTE SCHAFFNER 
ADDRESS: Lewiston Police Department 
1224 F Street Lewiston, ID 83501 
PHONE: (208) 746-0171 
8. NAME: MIKE RIGNEY 
ADDRESS: Lewiston Police Department 
1224 "F" Street Lewiston, ID 83501 
PHONE: (208) 746-0171 
9. NAME: ZACHERY WARD 
ADDRESS: Lewiston Police Department 
1224 "F" Street Lewiston, ID 83501 
PHONE: (208) 746-0171 
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10. NAME: LANA MACARTHUR 
ADDRESS: Lewiston Police Department 
1224 F Street Lewiston, 10 83501 
PHONE: (208) 305-3111 
11. NAME: LISA PROUTY 
ADDRESS: Lewiston Police Department 
1224 "F" Street Lewiston, 10 83501 
PHONE: (208) 746-0171 
12. NAME: MICHAEL R. EARLENBAUGH 
ADDRESS: 540 17th Ave. #A Lewiston, 10 83501 
PHONE: (208) 413-5129 
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AMENDED EXHIBIT "B" 
AMENDED LIST OF REPORTS 
STATE OF IDAHO vs. EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR. 
NEZ PERCE COUNTY CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
1. Lewiston Police Department Cap Sheet, pages 1-2. 
2. Law Incident Table, pages 3-4. 
3. Narrative by Reese, pages 5-6. 
4. Supplemental Narrative by Condrey, page 7. 
5. Main Names Table, pages 8-16. 
6. Criminal History, pages 17-36. 
7. Statements have been requested and will be supplemented upon receipt. 
8. Copy of 911 Call and Visionhawk. (1 DVD - please send replacement) 
9. Prior in Asotin County, Case Number 06-1-00115-1, pages 37-46. 
10. Prior in Nez Perce County, Case Number CR06-15S7, pages 47-52. 
U. Law Incident Table in 10-LU65, pages 53-54. 
12. Narrative by Rigney in 10-LU65, page 55. 
13. Supplemental Narrative by Rigney in 10-LU65, page 56. 
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DANIEL L. SPICKLER 
Nez Perce County Prosecuting Attorney 
APRIL A. SMITH 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Post Office Box 1267 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 799-3073 
loS.B.N. 7009 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
Plaintiff, AMENDED INFORMATION 
vs. 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., 
D.O.B.: , 
• S.S.N.: XXX-XX-5524, 
Defendant. 
APRIL A. SMITH Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, in and for the County of Nez 
Perce, State of Idaho, who in the name and by the authority of the State, prosecutes 
in its behalf, comes now into the District Court of the County of Nez Perce, and states 
that EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR. is accused by this Information of the following 
crime(s): 
COUNT I 
VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, I.C. § 18-920, a felony 
That the Defendant, EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., on or about the 28th day of 
January, 2010 in the County of Nez Perce, State of Idaho, did go within 200 
feet of Tanya Lewis' reSidence in violation of a No Contact Order that was 
issued in Nez Perce County Case No. CR2009-0002146 and defendant was 
convicted of Domestic Battery in that case. 
All of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in such cases 
and against the peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
(/\/}V/lV( C:t1{C't {/ 
APRILiA. SMITH 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 




That within five (5) years of said date defendant has twice previously pled guilty 
to or been convicted of I.e. 18-920, VIOLATION OF NO CONTACT ORDER: 
STATE OF IDAHO VS. EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF 
THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE 
COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE, CASE NO. CR2009-0004841, the Defendant having 
plead guilty and/or was found guilty on June 2, 2009, Judgment of Conviction 
entered on June 2, 2009, signed by the Honorable Kent Merica and filed by the 
above-named Court on June 2, 2009. 
STATE OF IDAHO VS. EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF 
THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE 
COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE, CASE NO. CR2009-0004051, the Defendant having 
plead guilty and/or was found guilty on August 19, 2009, Judgment of 
Conviction entered on August 19, 2009, signed by the Honorable Jay Gaskill 
and filed by the above-named Court on August 19, 2009. 
SENTENCING ENHANCEMENT 
PERSISTENT VIOLATOR, I.C. § 19-2514, in that said Defendant, was 
previously convicted of the following felonies: 
BURGLARY IN THE SECOND DEGREE, on or about the 31st day of July, 
2006, under the name of EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., the Defendant was 
convicted of the felony of BURLARY IN THE SECOND DEGREE, in the 
County of Asotin, State of Washington. 
BURGLARY IN THE SECOND DEGREE, on or about the 31st day of July, 
2006, under the name of EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., the Defendant was 
convicted of the felony of BURLARY IN THE SECOND DEGREE, in the 
County of Asotin, State of Washington. 
THEFT IN THE SECOND DEGREE, on or about the 31st day of July, 2006, 
under the name of EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., the Defendant was 
convicted of the felony of THEFT IN THE SECOND DEGREE, in the County 
of Asotin, State of Washington. 
VEHICLE PROWLING IN THE SECOND DEGREE, on or about the 31st day 
of July, 2006, under the name of EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., the 
Defendant was convicted of the felony of VEHICLE PROWLING IN THE 
SECOND DEGREE, in the County of Asotin, State of Washington. 
VEHICLE PROWLING IN THE SECOND DEGREE, on or about the 31st day 
of July, 2006, under the name of EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., the 
Defendant was convicted of the felony of VEHICLE PROWLING IN THE 
SECOND DEGREE, in the County of Asotin, State of Washington. 
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AID AND ABET THE CRIME OF BURGLARY, on or about the 5th day of 
September, 2007, under the name of EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., the 
Defendant was convicted of the felony of AID AND ABET THE CRIME OF 
BURGLARY, in the County of Nez Perce, State of Idaho. 
AMENDED INFORMATION - 3 
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DANIEL L. SPICKLER 
Nez Perce County Prosecuting Attorney 
APRIL A. SMITH 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Post Office Box 1267 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 799-3073 
LS.B.N. 7009 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE 
TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 
COMES NOW the undersigned, APRIL A. SMITH, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
for Nez Perce County, Idaho, and pursuant to Defendant's Request for Discovery in 
the case herein, makes the following supplemental disclosure compliance pursuant to 
Idaho Criminal Rules, Rule 16. 
1. That attached hereto is AMENDED EXHIBIT "B" which sets forth additional 
reports. 
DATED this 
APRIl! A. SMITH 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL 
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AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 
I declare under penalty of perjury that a full, true, complete and correct copy of 
the foregoing SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY was 
(1) hand delivered, or 
(2) ~ hand delivered via court basket, or 
(3) sent via facsimile, or 
(4) mailed, postage prepaid, by depositing the same in the United 
States Mail. 
ADDRESSED TO THE FOLLOWING: 
Robert J. Van Idour 
FITZGERALD & VAN IDOUR 
111 Main Street, Suite 301 
Lewiston Idaho 83501 
\"N\\ DATED this \ 'day of March 2010. 
11" ,,,' f r\ 
SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL 
\! It i I ,!Ve.! , 
RAYCHEL·L. LOHM , 
Legal Assistant 
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AMENDED EXHIBIT "B" 
AMENDED LIST OF REPORTS 
STATE OF IDAHO vs. EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR. 
NEZ PERCE COUNTY CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
1. Lewiston Police Department Cap Sheet, pages 1-2. 
2. Law Incident Table, pages 3-4. 
3. Narrative by Reese, pages 5-6. 
4. Supplemental Narrative by Condrey, page 7. 
5. Main Names Table, pages 8-16. 
6. Criminal History, pages 17-36. 
7. Statements have been requested and will be supplemented upon receipt. 
8. Copy of 911 Call and Vision hawk. (1 DVD - please send replacement) 
9. Prior in Asotin County, Case Number 06-1-00115-1, pages 37-46. 
10. Prior in Nez Perce County, Case Number CR06-1587, pages 47-52. 
11. Law Incident Table in 10-L1165, pages 53-54. 
12. Narrative by Rigney in 10-L1165, page 55. 
13. Supplemental Narrative by Rigney in 10-L1165, page 56. 
14. Judgment from CR09-4051, page 57. 
15. Judgment from CR09-4841, page 58. 
16. Amended Order of No Contact As A Term of Probation in CR09-2146, 
pages 59-60. 
17. Order of No Contact As A Term of Probation in CR09-2146, pages 61-62. 
18. No Contact Order in CR09-2146, page 63. 
SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 3 
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:'»:Y: 
Fitzgerald and Van Idour 
William I. Fitzgerald 
Robert 1_ Van Idour 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
200 Main Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
(20B) 743-6100 or (208) 746-4090 Facsimile (208) 746-5571 
Joanna M. McFarland 





FITZGERALD & VAN IDOUR 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
~\t~ 
DAlE: -------------------------------------------------
TIME: ________________________________________ __ 
NUMBER OF PAGES 
INCLUDJNG COVER SHEET:) \ 
ORlGINAL DOCUMENTS WILL: 
( ) Follow by U. S. Mail ( ) Follow by Messenger 
( ) Follow by Express Mail ( ) Not be Sent 
MESSAGE: _______________________________________________ __ 
PAGE 01/12 
Please call (208) 743-6100 lMMElHATELY if you received this fax in error Or ifall oftbe pages have not 
been received. The information in this fax is strictly confidential and shall not be communicated to anyone 
other than the person it is addressed to. 
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Robert J. Van Idour, ISBN 2644 
FITZGERALD & VAN IDOUR 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
200 Main Street 
Lewiston, ID 8350J 
Telephone: (208) 743-6100 
Facsimile: (208) 746-5571 
FITZGERALDVANIDOUR PAGE 02/12 
e>,· r:,= 
F\LED 
Z010 APR 12 RA10 58 
PATTY O. V·leEKS 
CLERK. Of.U ... HE J1IST. COURT 
A!ttll/J !?tt:. 
DEPI.'TY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 











Case No. CR2010-00990 
MOTION IN LIMINE 
Defendant, by and through his undersigned counsel of record, moves the Court to 
enter an Order barring references to Tanya Lewis. the complaining witness in this case, as a 
"victim" during the jury tdal in this case. This Motion is based au the records and files of this 
<;ase and the unfair prejudice that would result to the defendant if this Motion is not granted. 
Dated April 12, 2010 
MOTION IN LIMINE 
FITZGERALD & V AN IDOUR 
Defense Counsel 
~-~:t\1 By~~~~~~~ .. ~~i~L-__ ___ 
A Mem6ero the Finn 
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CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I hereby certifY that a true copy of this docum.ent was sent via the below noted method to the law 
office of the, Prosecuting Attorney, 1221 F Street, Lewiston, ID 83501 on April 12, 2010: 
v/,· 
Sent via facsimile to facsimile number 208-799-3080 
Hand delivered via Valley Messengers 
Sent via postage prepaid U.S. Mail 
FITZGERALD & VAN IDOUR o ,1 
By ~ ,)~-'1 ~k'-'-" 
\J 
MOTION IN LIMINE 2 
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Robert J. Van 1douT, ISBN 2644 
FITZGERALD & VAN IDOUR 
ATTORNEYS AT l,A W 
200 Main Street 
Lewiston, 1D 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-6100 
Facsimile: (208) 746-5571 
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FILED 
2DI0 APR 12 firJ 10 59 
PATTY O. WEEKS 
Cl."]ERJ< ... 9!i JHj .. DIST. COURT AJ/il£f itJ' 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF TIlE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 











Case No. CR2010-00990 
DEFENDANT'S SECOND 
MOTION IN LIMINE 
Defendant, by and through his undersigned counsel of record, moves the Court to 
enter an Order barring references or testimony by any of the State's attorneys or State's 
witnesses, or admission of evidence pertaining to, any adjudications or cases of the defendant 
under the juvenile correctiom act or any criminal convictions or investigations (other than the 
pending Nez Perce County Case No. CR2010-990), above noted) ofthe defendant unless and 
until the jury convicts Defendant in a bi-furcated proceeding). This Motion is based on the 
records and files of this case, IRE. 402,403 and 404 and I.C. §18-920 and I.C.§19-2514. 
Dated Apri112, 2010 
MOTION IN LIMINE 1 
FITZGERALD & VAN IDOUR 
Defense Counsel 
74
04/12/2010 10:52 2087455571 FITZGERALDVANIDOUR PAGE 10/12 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that a true copy of this document was sent via the below noted method to the law 
office of the Prosecuting Attorney, 1221 F Street, Lewiston, ID 83501 on ApriJ 12,2010: 
V Sent via facsimile to facsimile number 208-799-3080 
Hand delivered via Valley Messengers 
Sent via postage prepaid U.S. Mail 
FITZGERALD & V AN IDOUR 
MOTION IN LIMINE 2 
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Robert J. Van Idour, ISBN 2644 
FITZGERALD & VAN IDOUR 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
200 Main Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-6100 
Facsimile: (208) 746-5571 
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FILED 
2010 APR 12 APl10 58 
PATTY O. WE:Er:,S 
CL~:JJ~>&;ST. COURT 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 











Case No. CR2010-00990 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
OF MOTIONS IN LIMINE 
Edward Hochrein, the defendant in this case, has been charged with the crime of a felony 
offense of Violation ofa No Contact Order, a violation ofLC.§18-nO. The State is also seeking 
a persistent violator sentence enhancement under l.C.§19-2514. The defense has :51.ed Motions 
in Limine regarding Mr. Hochrein's prior criminal record and references to the complaining 
witness as a "victim". 
REfERENCE TO COMPLAINING WITNESS AS A "VICTlM" 
The complaining witness in this case is Tanya Lewis. She and Mr. Hochrein were 
formerly romantically involved. As a result of earlier incidents in their relati.onship a No Contact 
Order was issued. Based on the violation of prior No Contact Orders this offense was charged as 
a felony. 
Mr. Hochrdn' s defense is that he did not commit the crime of which he is accused. This 
is not a situation where the facts bear out status as a victim on the part of Ms. Lewis. In fact, Mr. 
Hochrein has supplied the State with the names of two alibi witnesses who will testify that Mr. 
Hochrein was with them on the date of the alleged crime. Under these circumstances it is solely 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
OF MOTIONS IN LIMINE 1 
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PAGE 05/12 
the province of the jury to make a determination as to whether or not any crime was committed, 
Jet alone if Ms. Lewis was a crime victi.m. Interestingly enough, the case involves no allegation 
from Ms. Lewis' testimony or observations. The State has rested its case solely on the testimony 
of Chris Yeats, a recovering drug addict whose observation of the alleged perpetrator was for 10 
seconds through a door peephole. (Pr. Hrg. Tr. pp. 8-10) Given this slim evidence it is clear that 
this is not a case where both sides concede the occurrence of a crime, but solely dispute the 
perpetrator's identity. This c,lse is one in which there is a dispute as to whether or not any crime 
was committed, let alone by the defendant. 
Under these circumstances the defendant submits that any rderence to Ms. Lewis the 
"victim" in this case is inappropriate and prejudicial. No verdict has been made that a crime has 
occurred. No verdict has been entered that finds that Ms. Lewis. is a victim of tbe crime alleged 
in this case. It is the province of the jury to determine both of these issues. Reference to a 
complaining witness as a victim invades the fact finding province of the jury as well as the 
defendant's right to a presumption ofinnocence. Unless and until ajury of the defendant's peers 
finds beyond any reasonable doubt that he is guilty of the charge no crime has been established. 
Without a crime, it makes DO sense to refer to the complaining witness as the victim of that 
crime. Unless and until those determinations are made by a jury it is presumptuous and 
inappropriate to allow the State or anyone else to make any in court references to Ms. Lewis as a 
victim. She is the complaining witness and that is the tenn that should be used when referring to 
her during the trial. 
Despite the State's long standing practice of referring to a complaining witness in its 
Infornlations, there is no requirement that this reference be made in an Information. I.C.R. 7(b) 
sets forth the requirements for the contents of an Information. In that rule the requirements are 
stated succinctly as follows: 
The indictment or the information shall be a 
pJain, concise and definite written statement 
of the essential facts constituting the offense 
charged. 1he information shall be signed 
by the prosecuting attorney. It need not 
contain a formal commencement, a formal 
conclusion or any other matter not necessary 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
OF MOTIONS IN LIMINE 2 
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to such statement and it shall not contain any 
reference to the procedural history of the action. 
I.C.R. 7(b) 
PAGE 85/12 
That language contains no requirement or even suggestion that the complaining witness be 
named or designated as a victim. Indeed the very language of l.C.R. 7(b) limits the requirement 
for an Information to a statement of the essential facts of the offense charged. That does not 
require the use of the term "victim". 
LR.E. 403 allows exclusion of evidence that is prejudicial to a party. By analogy the 
same principle should apply to terminology that is prejudicial. The use of the word victim is 
prejudicial by inference. That inference is that a crime has already been established because the 
charging documents and the State are both referring to a crime victim. There can be no victim 
without a crime, so via legal bootstrapping the State is receiving the presumption that the 
defendant committed the crime charged. 
Utah and other stat~:s ha.ve ruled that it is improper to refer to the complaining witness 
as a "victim" when the defendant denies the commission of a crime. State v. Devey, 130 P.3d 90 
(Utah 2006) The Utah Supreme Court stated in that case: 
Devey asserts that the trial court erred by denying 
his motion in !:imine to prohibit the State and its 
witnesses from referring to the child as "the victim. n 
Devey contends that, as a result, one of the State's 
witnesses referred to the child as "the victim" thereby 
depriving Devey ofthe constitutional right to the 
preswnption of innocence. We agree with Devey 
that in cases such as this where a defendant claims 
that the charged crime did not actually occur, and 
the allegations against that defendant are based 
almost exclusively on the complaining witness's 
testimony the trial. court, the State, and all witnesses 
should be prohibited from referring to the complaining 
witness as "the victim." See, e.g., Jackson v. State, 
600 A.2d 21, 24 (DeJ.l991) (stating, on appeal from a 
rape conviction, that "[t]he telm 'victim' is used appropriately 
during tdal when there is no doubt that a crim.e was committed 
and simply the identity of the perpetrator is in issue. We 
agree with def"ndant that the word 'victim' should not be used in 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
OF MOTIONS IN LIMINE 3 
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a case where the commission of a crime is in dispute. "); Veteto v. 
State,S S.W.2d 805,816·17 (Tex.App.2000) (stating, on appeal 
from a conviction for aggravated sexual assault of a child, 
that "[tlhe sok issue of [the defendant's] case was whether he 
committed the various assaults on [the child]. Referring to [the 
child] as the victim instead of the alleged victim lends credence 
to her testimony that the assaults occurred and that she was, 
indeed, a victim." (citation omitted))" 
PAGE 07/12 
This presmnption of a crime would yield an improper and more wide reaching benefit 
to the State of what amounts to a presumption of guilt of the defendant, in diametric opposition 
to the fundamental legal principle of the presumption of innocence. Under both state and federal 
law a criminal defendant is presumed to be innocent. Allowing the State to designate the 
complaining witness as a crime victim from the onset of a trial undermines that presumption. It 
not merely allows, but encourages the jury to believe that the defendant must be guilty of the 
crime because there is a crime victim named in the Information read to them by the Court Clerk. 
This matter is easily remedied by striking references to S.L as the "victim" and referring to her 
by name, initials or as the complaining witness. This is a simple fix to a deep seated problem. 
This pragmatic solution is especially appropriate given the defendant's denial of the commission 
ofa crime. 
REFERENCES TO DEFENDANT'S PRIOR RECORD 
The State has alleg",d a felony level offense of violating a no contact order in this case. 
The concern the defense has is that any evidence of prior convictions for violating no contact 
orders should not be admitted unless and until the jury finds that Ilk Hochrein violated this 
statute at all on the date alleged in the Amended Information. Any reference to prior violations of 
this statute would only serve as propensity evidence and would be unfairly prejudicial to the 
defendant BothI.R.E. 402 and 403 prohibit this type of evidence. I.R.E. 402 prohibits irrelevant 
evidence and LR.E. 403 prohibits unfairly prejudicial evidence. Any evidence reflected in Mr. 
Hochrein's priorrecord as cited by the State in its Amended Informatiol) would be both 
irrelevant and unfairly prejudicial. 
Respectfully submi1ted: Apri112, 201.0 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
OF MOTIONS IN LIMINE 4 
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CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that a tme copy of this document was sent via the below noted method to the law 
office of the Prosecuting Attorney, 1221 F Street, Lewiston, ID 83501 on April 12,2010: 
Sent via facsimile to facsimile number 208-799-3080 
Hand delivered via Valley Messengers 
Sent via postage prepaid U.S. Mail 
FITZGERALD & V AN IDOUR 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
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Robert J . Van Idour, ISBN 2644 
FITZGERALD & V AN IDOUR 
A'l'TORNEYSATLAW 
200 Main Street 
Lewiston, ID 8350 I 
Telephone: (208) 743-6100 
Facsimile: (208) 746-5571 
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FILED 
2010 APR 12 Rrl10 59 
PATTY O. WEEKS 
CL.E~!9S T,H~~ST. COURI 
.llttte/A< 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
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STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 











Case No. CR2010-00990 
NOTICE OF ALIBI DEFENSE 
Pursuant to LC.§19-519 and I..C.R.12.l. Defendant, by and throu.ghhis 
u.ndersigned counsel of record, notifies the State of Defendant's intent to rely on an alibi defense. 
Defendant provides the following names and addresses of the alibi witnesses upon whom 
defendant plans on relying. 
Robert .T. Fernandez 
21 Nez Perce Drive 
Lapwai, ID 83540 
208-843-2380 
Cynthia A. Ellenwood 
21 Nez Perce Drive 
Lapwai, ID 83540 
208-843-2080 
Defendant was at the borne ohhe above named. witnesses at 21 Nez Perce Drive, Lapwai, Idaho 
on January 28, 2010 fTOm the bours of8:00 a.m. through 4:00 p.m .. 
Dated: April 12, 2010 
NOTICE OF ALIBI DEFENSE 1 
FITZGERALD & V AN IDOUR 
Defense Counsel 
By ~ u!L· 
A Me r of the Finn 
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CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that a true copy of this documel)t was sent via the below noted method to the law 
office of the Prosecuting Attorney, 1221 F Street, Lewiston, ID 83501 on April J 2,2010: 
Sent via facsimile to facsimile number 208-799-3080 
Hand delivered via Valley Messengers 
Sent via postage prepaid U.S. Mail 
FITZGERALD & V AN !DOUR 
By ~l;1\ \1/// 
r 
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DANIEL L. SPICKLER 
Nez Perce County Prosecuting Attorney 
APRIL A. SMITH 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Post Office Box 1267 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 799-3073 
I.S.B.N. 7009 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
STATE'S BREIF IN RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANT'S MOTIONS IN LIMINE 
COMES NOW, APRIL A. SMITH, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Nez Perce 
County, State of Idaho, and submits the following in response to the Defendant's 
Motions in Limine: 
ARGUMENT 
1. WHETHER THE STATE SHOULD BE BARRED FROM USING THE 
TERM VICTIM 
The State objects to Defendant's request that the use of the term 
"victim" be barred. The Defendant has failed to point to any rule or controlling case 
law that would require such exclusion. There are no Idaho cases on pOint, however 
Idaho's constitution and statutes define "victim." I.e. :;; 19-5306 (5) provides in 
relevant part: 
STATE'S BRIEF IN RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANT'S MOTIONS IN LIMINE -1-
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As used in this section: (a) "Victim" is an individual who suffers 
direct or threatened physical, financial, or emotional harm as the 
result of the commission of a crime or juvenile offense; (b) 
"Criminal offense" is any charged felony or misdemeanor 
involving physical injury, or the threat of physical injury, or a 
sexual offense; (emphasis added) 
If the legislature had intended to limit the use of the word "victim" to only complaining 
witnesses for whom a conviction had been obtained, then they would have done so. 
Based on I.e. ;; 19-5306, Defendant's motion in limine should be denied. 
II. WHETHER THE STATE SHOULD BE BARRED FROM REFERING TO 
DEFENDANT'S PRIOR RECORD 
The State has no intention of referring to Defendant's prior record during trial. 
Additionally, the State has no objection to the proceeding being bifurcated where the 
jury would not hear evidence regarding defendant's prior convictions until they have 
reached a verdict on whether the Defendant violated the No Contact Order on the date 
alleged in the Amended Information. 
/\/'1"\,,,11 
/} /)\1('[ . 
DATED this v i./ day of Apnl 2010. 
,0 
/ i f ( 1;1) /, '\( 
APRIr A. SMITH, 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
STATE'S BRIEF IN RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANT'S MOTIONS IN LIMINE -2-
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AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 
I declare under penalty of perjury that a full, true, complete and correct copy of 
the foregoing STATE'S BRIEF IN RESPONSE TO DEFNDANT'S MOTION IN LIMINE was 
(1) hand delivered, or 
(2) )( hand delivered via court basket, or 
(3) sent via facsimile, or 
(4) mailed, postage prepaid, by depositing the same in the 
United States Mail. 
ADDRESSED TO THE FOLLOWING: 
Robert J. Van Idour 
FITZGERALD & VAN !DOUR 
200 Main Street 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
cy?xa 
DATED this ~ay of April 2010. 
" .n~, l 
STATE'S BRIEF IN RESPONSE TO 




DANIEL L. SPICKLER 
Nez Perce County Prosecuting Attorney 
201e APR 29 Pn Y 20 
Pt.') TY o. 'iN,::-;--v" 
APRIL A. SMITH 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Post Office Box 1267 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE 
TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 
COMES NOW the undersigned, APRIL A. SMITH, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
for Nez Perce County, Idaho, and pursuant to Defendant's Request for Discovery in 
the case herein, makes the following supplemental disclosure compliance pursuant to 
Idaho Criminal Rules, Rule 16. 
1. That attached hereto is AMENDED EXHIBIT "Au which sets forth additional 
persons who may be called by the State as witnesses at a trial, none of whom are 
known by the undersigned to have any prior felony convictions, unless otherwise 
indicated. The State will continue to provide names of any witnesses as they become 
available. 
DATED this 29th day of April 2010. 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE 
TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 1 
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AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 
I declare under penalty of perjury that a full, true, complete and correct copy of 
the foregoing THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY was 
(1) hand delivered, or 
(2) X hand delivered via court basket, or 
(3) sent via facsimile, or 
(4) mailed, postage prepaid, by depositing the same in the United 
States Mail. 
ADDRESSED TO THE FOLLOWING: 
Robert J. Van Idour 
FITZGERALD & VAN !DOUR 
111 Main Street, Suite 301 
Lewiston Idaho 83501 
DATED this 29th day of April 2010. 
Legal Assistant 
THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE 
TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 2 
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AMENDED EXHIBIT "A" 
AMENDED LIST OF WITNESSES 
STATE OF IDAHO vs. EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR. 
NEZ PERCE COUNTY CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
1. NAME: CHRIS REESE 
ADDRESS: Lewiston Police Department 
1224 "F" Street Lewiston, ID 83501 
PHONE: (208) 746-0171 
2. NAME: TANYA L. LEWIS 
ADDRESS: 537 17th Avenue, #4 Lewiston, ID 83501 
PHONE: UNKNOWN 
FELONY DATE: 12/10/2008 




















CHRISTOPHER W. YEATS 
631 7th Ave. Lewiston, ID 83501 
(208) 746-0384 
PLEA DATE: 12/18/2008 
CHARGE: POSSESSION OF PRESCRIPTION DRUG 
WITHOUT A PRESCRIPTION 
JUDGMENT NOT ENTERED - ACTIVE DRUG COURT 
PARTICIPANT 
ANDREA M. THUESON 
Lewiston Police Department 




1113 "F" Street Lewiston, ID 83501 
(208) 799-3176 
BARBARA C. CONDREY 
Lewiston Police Department 
1224 F Street Lewiston, ID 83501 
(208) 746-0171 
JANETTE SCHAFFNER 
Lewiston Police Department 
1224 F Street Lewiston, ID 83501 
(208) 746-0171 
THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE 
TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 3 
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8. NAME: MIKE RIGNEY 
ADDRESS: Lewiston Police Department 
1224 "F" Street Lewiston, ID 83501 
PHONE: (208) 746-0171 
9. NAME: ZACHERY WARD 
ADDRESS: Lewiston Police Department 
1224 "F" Street Lewiston, ID 83501 
PHONE: (208) 746-0171 
10. NAME: LANA MACARTHUR 
ADDRESS: Lewiston Police Department 
1224 F Street Lewiston, ID 83501 
PHONE: (208) 305-3111 
11. NAME: LISA PROUTY 
ADDRESS: Lewiston Police Department 
1224 "F" Street Lewiston, ID 83501 
PHONE: (208) 746-0171 
I ~ 
12. NAME: MICHAEL R. EARLENBAUGH 
I I:: 
ADDRESS: 540 17th Ave. #A Lewiston, ID 83501 
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DANIEL L. SPICKLER 
Nez Perce County Prosecuting Attorney 
APRIL A. SMITH 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Post Office Box 1267 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 799-3073 
1.S.B.N. 7009 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
MOTION IN LIMINE TO EXCLUDE 
TESTIMONY REGARDING PRIOR 
FELONY CHARGES AND/OR 
CONVICTIONS 
COMES NOW, APRIL A. SMITH, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Nez Perce 
County, State of Idaho, and moves the above-entitled Court for an order prohibiting 
the defendant from attempting to impeach or question the witnesses and/or discuss in 
the presence of the jury, the prior felony conviction of Tanya Lewis and/or the prior 
felony guilty plea of Christopher Yeats, witnesses in this case. 
1. CHRISTOPHER YEATS 
Christopher Yeats pled guilty on December 18, 2008 in Nez Perce County to 
Possession of a Prescription Drug without a Prescription, a felony. Prior to Sentencing, 
Mr. Yeats was accepted into Drug Court. He is still an active Drug Court participant 
and judgment has never been entered against him. 
MOTION IN LIMINE TO EXCLUDE 
TESTIMONY REGARDING PRIOR 
FELONY CHARGES AND/OR 
CONVICTIONS -1-
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This Motion is made and based upon Rules 404(a)(3), 608, and 609 of the 
Idaho Rules of Evidence, the pleadings, records, and files of this action and that this 
information regarding Christopher Yates has no relevance to the issues of fact 
involved in the present case. This is not a felony conviction and it is not relevant to 
the credibility of the witness. Additionally, the probative value of this information is 
outweighed by the prejudicial effect it would have. 
II. TANYA LEWIS 
Tanya Lewis pled guilty and was sentenced on December 10, 2008 in Nez Perce 
County for Criminal Possession of a Financial Transaction Card, a felony. She was 
given a Withheld Judgment and she is currently on felony probation. 
This Motion is made and based upon Rules 404(a)(3), 608, and 609 of the 
Idaho Rules of Evidence, the pleadings, records, and files of this action, and that the 
prior conviction of Ms. Lewis, has no relevance to the issues of fact involved in the 
present case. This conviction is not relevant to the credibility of this witness and the 
prejudicial effect of such testimony would outweigh any probative value. 
The Idaho Supreme Court held that there is a two-tiered inquiry when 
determining whether to allow impeachment of a witness by a prior felony conviction 
pursuant to IRE 609. The inquiry is (1) whether the previous conviction is relevant to 
the witness' credibility; and (2) whether its probative value outweighs its unfair 
prejudicial effect. State v. Trejo, 132 Idaho 872, 979 P.2d 1230 (1999). The Court 
has also found that relevancy depends on "a case-by-case examination of the statute 
under which the conviction occurred and our determination of which of the categories 
delineated in Ybarra it falls in." State v. Muraco, 132 Idaho 130 at 133, 968 P.2d 225 
at 228 (1998), State v. Ybarra, 102 Idaho 573, 634 P.2d 435 (1981). 
MOTION IN LIMINE TO EXCLUDE 
TESTIMONY REGARDING PRIOR 
FELONY CHARGES AND/OR 
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In State v. Ybarra, the Idaho Supreme Court identifies three categories of 
crimes to determine whether a prior conviction could be used for impeachment. Id. 
The Court states: 
different felonies have different degrees of probative value on the issue of 
credibility. Some, such as perjury, are intimately connected with that issue; 
others, such as robbery and burglary, are somewhat less relevant; and acts 
of violence ... generally have little or no direct bearing on honesty and 
veracity. 
It appears that Ms. Lewis' conviction for Criminal Possession of a 
Financial Transaction card would fall into the second category of crimes, which 
are "somewhat less relevant" than the first category to the issue of credibility. 
The probative value of allowing the defendant to impeach the Ms. Lewis 
by evidence of her prior conviction is outweighed the unfair prejudicial effect it 
would have. This crime does not go to Ms. Lewis' credibility. In addition, Ms. 
Lewis was given a Withheld Judgment. 
Based on the foregoing, the State respectfully requests the Court grant 
the State's Motion in Limine prohibiting the defendant from presenting this 
information to the jury. 
/lll'd1 
DATED this .!/ I day of April 2010. 
MOTION IN LIMINE TO EXCLUDE 
TESTIMONY REGARDING PRIOR 
FELONY CHARGES AND/OR 
U/{l!1{ Yll/lVl'd 
APRIL A. SMITH, 




AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 
I declare under penalty of perjury that a full, true, complete and correct copy of 
the foregoing MOTION IN LIMINE TO EXCLUDE TESTIMONY REGARDING PRIOR 
FELONY CHARGES AND/OR CONVICTIONS, was 
(1) hand delivered, or 
(2) V hand delivered via court basket, or 
(3) sent via facsimile, or 
(4) mailed, postage prepaid, by depositing the same in the United 
States M a i I. 
ADDRESSED TO THE FOLLOWING: 
Robert J. Van Idour 
FITZGERALD & VAN !DOUR 
200 Main Street 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
DATED this F--"c"-- day of April 2010. 
RAYCH L L. LOHM N 
Legal Assistant 
MOTION IN LIMINE TO EXCLUDE 
TESTIMONY REGARDING PRIOR 













State of Idaho vs. Edward Ray Hochrein Jr 
Hearing type: Pretrial Motions 
Hearing date: 5/13/2010 
Time: 2:30 pm 
Judge: Carl B. Kerrick 
Courtroom: 1 
Court reporter: Nancy Towler 
Minutes Clerk: TERESA 
Tape Number: CRTRM 1 
Defense Attorney: F & V 
Prosecutor: April Smith 
Defendant present, in custody, with counsel. 
Mr. Van [dour addresses the Court re: Defendant's Motions in Limine. 
Court addresses Ms. Smith re: using the term alleged victim as opposed to 
Court addresses counsel re: Motion in Limine re: Defendant's prior record. 
Ms. Smith addresses the Court re: State's Motion in Limine. 
Mr. Van [dour responds. 
Court addresses counsel as to Yates not admissible and Court will take the 
Lewis matter under advisement. 
24024 Mr. Van [dour addresses the Court re: OR release. 
24115 Ms. Smith request bond remain set. 
24209 Court leaves bond set. 
24218 Court recess. 
Court Minutes 
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DANIEL L. SPICKLER 
Nez Perce County Prosecuting Attorney 
APRIL A. SMITH 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Post Office Box 1267 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 799-3073 
I.S.B.N. 7009 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
FOURTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE 
TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 
COMES NOW the undersigned, APRIL A. SMITH, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
for Nez Perce County, Idaho, and pursuant to Defendant's Request for Discovery in 
the case herein, makes the following supplemental disclosure compliance pursuant to 
Idaho Criminal Rules, Rule 16. 
1. That attached hereto is AMENDED EXHIBIT "B" which sets forth additional 
reports. 
DATED this 13th day of May 2010. 
FOURTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE 
TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 1 
APRI . SMITH 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 
I declare under penalty of perjury that a full, true, complete and correct copy of 
the foregoing FOURTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY was 
(1) hand delivered, or 
(2) ~ hand delivered via court basket, or 
(3) sent via facsimile, or 
(4) mailed, postage prepaid, by depositing the same in the United 
States Mail. 
ADDRESSED TO THE FOLLOWING: 
Robert J. Van Idour 
FITZGERALD & VAN !DOUR 
200 Main Street 
Lewiston Idaho 83501 
DATED this 13th day of May 2010. 
FOURTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE 
TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 2 
Legal Assistant 
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AMENDED EXHIBIT "S" 
AMENDED LIST OF REPORTS 
STATE OF IDAHO vs. EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR. 
NEZ PERCE COUNTY CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
1. Lewiston Police Department Cap Sheet, pages 1-2. 
2. Law Incident Table, pages 3-4. 
3. Narrative by Reese, pages 5-6. 
4. Supplemental Narrative by Condrey, page 7. 
5. Main Names Table, pages 8-16. 
6. Criminal History, pages 17-36. 
7. Statements have been requested and will be supplemented upon receipt. 
8. Copy of 911 Call and Visionhawk. (1 DVD - please send replacement) 
9. Prior in Asotin County, Case Number 06-1-00115-1, pages 37-46. 
10. Prior in Nez Perce County, Case Number CR06-1587, pages 47-52. 
11. Law Incident Table in 10-L1165, pages 53-54. 
12. Narrative by Rigney in 10-L1165, page 55. 
13. Supplemental Narrative by Rigney in 10-L1165, page 56. 
14. Judgment from CR09-4051, page 57. 
15. Judgment from CR09-4841, page 58. 
16. Amended Order of No Contact As A Term of Probation in CR09-2146, pages 59-
60. 
17. Order of No Contact As A Term of Probation in CR09-2146, pages 61-62. 
18, No Contact Order in CR09-2146, page 63. 
19. Copy of Green Sheet in CR09-4051, page 64. 
20. Copy of Clerk's Notes from SentenCing in CR09-4051, page 65. 
FOURTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE 
TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 3 
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DANIEL L. SPICKLER 
Nez Perce County Prosecuting Attorney 
APRIL A. SMITH 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Post Office Box 1267 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 799-3073 
LS.B.N. 7009 
~:, E~ ;" 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
FIFTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 
COMES NOW the undersigned, APRIL A. SMITH, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
for Nez Perce County, Idaho, and pursuant to Defendant's Request for Discovery in 
the case herein, makes the following supplemental disclosure compliance pursuant to 
Idaho Criminal Rules, Rule 16. 
1. That attached hereto is AMENDED EXHIBIT "B" which sets forth additional 
reports. 
DATED th;, 18· doy of Moy 2010. () 'Ifi r;MK 
Arri~ A. SMITH 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
FIFTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE 
TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 1 
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AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 
I declare under penalty of perjury that a full, true, complete and correct copy of 
the foregoing FIFTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY was 
(1) hand delivered, or 
(2)"1( hand delivered via court basket, or 
(3) sent via facsimile, or 
(4) mailed, postage prepaid, by depositing the same in the United 
States Mail. 
ADDRESSED TO THE FOLLOWING: 
Robert J. Van Idour 
FITZGERALD & VAN IDOUR 
200 Main Street 
Lewiston Idaho 83501 
DATED this 18th day of May 20~ 
FIFTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE 
TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 2 
RAYCHE~ L. LOHM 
Legal Assistant 
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AMENDED EXHIBIT "6" 
AMENDED LIST OF REPORTS 
STATE OF IDAHO vs. EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR. 
NEZ PERCE COUNTY CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
1. Lewiston Police Department Cap Sheet, pages 1-2. 
2. Law Incident Table, pages 3-4. 
3. Narrative by Reese, pages 5-6. 
4. Supplemental Narrative by Condrey, page 7. 
5. Main Names Table, pages 8-16. 
6. Criminal History, pages 17-36. 
7. Statements have been requested and will be supplemented upon receipt. 
8. Copy of 911 Call and Visionhawk. (1 DVD - please send replacement) 
9. Prior in Asotin County, Case Number 06-1-00115-1, pages 37-46. 
10. Prior in Nez Perce County, Case Number CR06-1587, pages 47-52. 
11. Law Incident Table in 10-L1165, pages 53-54. 
12. Narrative by Rigney in 10-L1165, page 55. 
13. Supplemental Narrative by Rigney in 10-L1165, page 56. 
14. Judgment from CR09-4051, page 57. 
15. Judgment from CR09-4841, page 58. 
16. Amended Order of No Contact As A Term of Probation in CR09-2146, pages 59-
60. 
17. Order of No Contact As A Term of Probation in CR09-2146, pages 61-62. 
18. No Contact Order in CR09-2146, page 63. 
19. Copy of Green Sheet in CR09-4051, page 64. 
20. Copy of Clerk's Notes from Sentencing in CR09-4051, page 65. 
21. Copy of Lineup from LPD, pages 66-68. 
FIFTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE 






State of Idaho vs. Edward Ray Hochrein Jr 
Hearing type: Final Pretrial 
Hearing date: 5/20/2010 
Time: 3:39 pm 
Judge: Carl B. Kerrick 
Courtroom: 1 
Court reporter: Nancy Towler 
Minutes Clerk: TERESA 
Tape Number: CRTRM 1 
Defense Attorney: F & V 
Prosecutor: April Smith 
Defendant present, in custody, with counsel. 
Mr. Van Idour addresses the Court and indicates this matter has not been 
resolved and remains set for trial. 
33945 Court addresses counsel and grants Motion in Limine re: Tanya Lewis. 
34020 Court and counsel meet in chambers. 
Court Minutes 
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DANIEL L. SPICKLER 
Nez Perce County Prosecuting Attorney ~1 "''''-1 -i -4 ,j() 
j { i"'::';..L;, L 0 
APRIL A. SMITH 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Post Office Box 1267 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 799-3073 
I.S.B.N. 7009 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
Plaintiff, SECOND AMENDED INFORMATION 
vs. 




APRIL A. SMITH Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, in and for the County of Nez 
Perce, State of Idaho, who in the name and by the authority of the State, prosecutes 
in its behalf, comes now into the District Court of the County of Nez Perce, and states 
that EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR. is accused by this Information of the following 
crime(s) : 
COUNT I 
VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, I.C. § 18-920, a felony 
That the Defendant, EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., on or about the 28th day of 
January, 2010 in the County of Nez Perce, State of Idaho, did go within 200 
feet of Tanya Lewis' residence in violation of a No Contact Order that was 
issued in Nez Perce County Case No. CR2009-0002146. 
All of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in such cases 
and against the peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
A~~ 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
SECOND AMENDED INFORMATION - 1 
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That within five (5) years of said date defendant has twice previously pled guilty 
to or been convicted of I.C. 18-920, VIOLATION OF NO CONTACT ORDER: 
STATE OF IDAHO VS. EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF 
THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE 
COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE, CASE NO. CR2009-0004841, the Defendant having 
plead guilty and/or was found guilty on June 2, 2009, Judgment of Conviction 
entered on June 2, 2009, signed by the Honorable Kent Merica and filed by the 
above-named Court on June 2, 2009. 
STATE OF IDAHO VS. EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF 
THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE 
COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE, CASE NO. CR2009-0004051, the Defendant having 
plead guilty and/or was found guilty on August 19, 2009, Judgment of 
Conviction entered on August 19, 2009, signed by the Honorable Jay Gaskill 
and filed by the above-named Court on August 19, 2009. 
SENTENCING ENHANCEMENT 
PERSISTENT VIOLATOR, I.e. § 19-2514, in that said Defendant, was previously 
convicted of the following felonies: 
BURGLARY IN THE SECOND DEGREE, on or about the 31st day of July, 2006, 
under the name of EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., the Defendant was convicted of 
the felony of BURLARY IN THE SECOND DEGREE, in the County of Asotin, State 
of Washington. 
BURGLARY IN THE SECOND DEGREE, on or about the 31st day of July, 2006, 
under the name of EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., the Defendant was convicted of 
the felony of BURLARY IN THE SECOND DEGREE, in the County of Asotin, State 
of Washington. 
THEFT IN THE SECOND DEGREE, on or about the 31st day of July, 2006, under 
the name of EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., the Defendant was convicted of the 
felony of THEFT IN THE SECOND DEGREE, in the County of Asotin, State of 
Washington. 
VEHICLE PROWLING IN THE SECOND DEGREE, on or about the 31st day of July, 
2006, under the name of EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., the Defendant was 
convicted of the felony of VEHICLE PROWLING IN THE SECOND DEGREE, in the 
County of Asotin, State of Washington. 
VEHICLE PROWLING IN THE SECOND DEGREE, on or about the 31st day of July, 
2006, under the name of EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., the Defendant was 
convicted of the felony of VEHICLE PROWLING IN THE SECOND DEGREE, in the 
County of Asotin, State of Washington. 
SECOND AMENDED INFORMATION - 2 
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AID AND ABET THE CRIME OF BURGLARY, on or about the 5th day of 
September, 2007, under the name of EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., the 
Defendant was convicted of the felony of AID AND ABET THE CRIME OF 
BURGLARY, in the County of Nez Perce, State of Idaho. 
All of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in 
such cases and against the peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
(j $ 
AP.'~ 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
SECOND AMENDED INFORMATION - 3 
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DANIEL L. SPICKLER 
Nez Perce County Prosecuting Attorney 
APRIL A. SMITH 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Nez Perce County, Idaho 
Post Office Box 1267 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 799-3073 
LS.B.N. 7009 
r: '1 1; r'" 
j j; ~l ~ D 
IN TH]oQISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICLAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 





EDWARD R. HOCHRlOIN JR., ) 
Defendant. ) 
CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
STATE'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTIONS 
Herewith submitted are STATE'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTIONS. 
DATED this 1-1 ~ay of May 2010. 
Deputy Prosecutor 
Nez Perce County, Idaho 
STATE'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTIONS 1 
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AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 
I declare under penalty of perjury that a full, true, complete and correct copy of the 
foregoing STATE'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTIONS was 
(I) __ hand delivered, or 
(2) l hand delivered via court basket, or 
(3) sent via facsimile, or 
(4) __ mailed, postage prepaid, by depositing the same in the United 
States Mail. 
ADDRESSED TO THE FOLLOWING: 
Robert Van Idour 
FITZGERALD & VAN !DOUR 
200 Main Street 
Lewiston Idaho 83501 
, , 
DATED this'r;\day of May 2010. 
STATE'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTIONS 2 
.l' 1 rl ~t\ i\11Ll It 
RA YC EL LOHMAN 
Legal Assistant \J 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 1 
The defendant EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., is charged with the crime of 
VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, I.C. § 18-920, a felony, the charging 
portion of the Amended Information being as follows: 
That the Defendant, EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., on or about the 28th day of January, 
2010 in the County of Nez Perce, State ofIdaho, did go within 200 feet of Tanya Lewis' 
residence in violation of a No Contact Order that was issued in Nez Perce County Case 
No. CR2009-0002146. 
To these charges, the defendant pled "not guilty." 




DATED this ___ day ofJune 2010. 
JUDGE 
STATE'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTIONS 3 
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INSTRUCTION NO. _..<=2 __ 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of a VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, 
I.C, § 18-920, a felony, the state must prove each of the following: 
1. On or about the 28th day of JanuaIY, 2010, 
2, in Nez Perce County, in the State ofIdaho, 
3. the defendant, EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., 
4. did violate the No Contact Order in Case No. CR2009-
5. by going within 200 feet of Tanya Lewis' residence, 
If any of the above has not been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, then you must find the 
defendaIlt not guilty, If each of the above has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you must 
find the defendant guilty. 




DATED this ___ day of June 2010. 
JUDGE 
STATE'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTIONS 4 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 3 
It is alleged that the crime charged was committed "on or about" a certain date. If you 
find the crime was committed, the proof need not show that it was committed on that precise date. 
IClI208 




DATED this ___ day ofJune 2010. 
JUDGE 




INSTRUCTION NO. 4 
Under our law and system of justice. the defendant is presumed to be innocent. The 
presumption of innocence means two things. 
First, the State has the burden of proving the defendant guilty. The State has that burden 
throughout the trial. The defendant is never required to prove his innocence, nor does that 
defendant ever have to produce any evidence at all. 
Second, the State must prove the alleged crime beyond a reasonable doubt. A reasonable 
doubt is not a mere possible or imaginary doubt. It is a doubt based on reason and common 
sense. It is the kind of doubt which would make an ordinary person hesitant to act in the most 
important affairs of his or her own life. If after considering all the evidence you have a 
reasonable doubt about the defendant's guilt, you must find the defendant not guilty. 
Icn 103A 




DATED this ___ day of June 2010. 
JUDGE 
STATE'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTIONS 6 
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INS1RUCTION NO. _-,,5 __ 
IN THE DISTRlCT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRlCT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 







CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
VERDICT 
We, the Jury, duly empanelled and sworn to try the above-entitled action, for our verdict, 
unanimously answer the question(s) submitted to us as follows: 
QUESTION NO.1: Is EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., guilty or not guilty of 
VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, I.C. § 18-920, a felony? 
Not Guilty __ _ Guilty __ _ 
If you unanimously answered Question No.1 "Guilty" or "Not Guilty", please sign the 
verdict form and advise the bailiff. 
DATED this __ day ofJune 20 I O. 
Presiding Juror 
Icn 224. 




DATED this ___ day ofJune 2010. 
JUDGE 
STATE'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTIONS 7 
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L-_---
INSTRUCTION NO. 6 
Having found the defendant guilty of VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, you 
must next decide whether the defendant has pled guilty to or was found guilty of VIOLATION 
OF A NO CONTACT ORDER within the last five (5) years. The state alleges: 
I. On June 2, 2009, the defendant pled guilty to or was found guilty of 
VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, I.C. § IS-920, in Nez 
Perce County, Idaho, Case No. CR2009-000484I. 
2. On August 19,2009, the defendant pled guilty to or was found guilty of 
VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, I.C. § IS-920, in Nez 
Perce County, Idaho, Case No. CR2009-0004051. 
The state must prove the existence of this beyond a reasonable doubt. 
ICJr 100S. 
State v. Johnson, S6 Idaho 51, 383 P.2d 326 (1963), held that a persistent violator charge should 
be stated in a two-part information. The first part should state the particular offense with which 
the defendant is charged, and be signed at the end of the page by the prosecutor. The second part, 
or page, should allege former convictions, and be separable from the first part. It should be 
signed separately by the prosecutor. The entire information should be read to the accused at 
arraignment. However, when the jury is infonned of the charge only the first part is read, then, 
after, and depending upon the verdict on part one, the second part is read, and the jury deliberates 
further. 
See ICJI 1009 for special verdict instruction. 




DATED this __ day ofJune 2010. 
JUDGE 
STATE'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTIONS 8 
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~.:-:------ --
INSTRUCTION NO. _.!..7 __ 
In this portion of the case you will return a verdict, consisting of a question you should 
answer. Since the explanation on the form which you will have is part of my instructions to you, 
I will read the body of the verdict form to you. 
"We, the Jury, duly empanelled and sworn to try the above entitled action, unanimously 
answer the question submitted to us in this verdict as follows: 
QUESTION NO.1: Within the past five (5) years did the defendant plead guilty to 
VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, I.C. § 18-920, in Nez Perce County, Idaho, Case 
No. CR2009-0004841? 
ANSWER: YES __ _ NO __ _ 
QUESTION NO.2: Within the past five (5) years did the defendant plead guilty to 
VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, I.C. § 18-920, in Nez Perce County, Idaho, Case 
No. CR2009-0004051? 
ANSWER: YES __ _ NO __ _ 
Once you have answered the questions, your presiding juror should date and sign the 
verdict form and advise the bailiff that you have reached a verdict. 
DATED this __ day ofJune 2010. 
Presiding Jnror 
ICIlI009. 




DATED this ___ day ofJune 2010. 
JUDGE 
STATE'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTIONS 9 
113
INSTRUCTION NO. _.£8 __ 
Having found the defendant guilty of VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, you 
must next consider whether the defendant has been convicted on at least two prior occasions of 
felony offenses. 
The state alleges the defendant has prior convictions as follows: 
I. On or about the 31 st day of July, 2006, the defendant was convicted of Burglary 
in the Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin County, 
Washington, 
2. On or about the 31st day of July, 2006, the defendant was convicted of Burglary 
in the Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin County, 
Washington, 
3. On or about the 31 st day of July, 2006, the defendant was convicted of Theft 
in the Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin County, 
Washington, 
4. On or about the 31st day of July, 2006, the defendant was convicted of Vehicle 
Prowling in the Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin County, 
Washington, 
5. On or about the 31st day ofJuly, 2006, the defendant was convicted of Vehicle 
Prowling in the Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin County, 
Washington, 
6. On or about the 5th day of September, 2007, the defendant was convicted 
of Aid and Abet the Crime of Burglary, in Case Number CR2006-0001587 in 
Nez Perce County, Idaho. 
The existence of a prior conviction must be proved beyond a reasonable doubt and your 
decision must be unanilnolls. 
ICJI 160 I; 
State v. Johnson, 86 Idaho 51, 383 P2d 326 (1963). 
STATE'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTION NO. ~ __ 
GIVEN 




DATED this ___ day ofJune 2010. 
JUDGE 
STATE'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTIONS 11 
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- - ,----: 
INSTRUCTION NO. _-,,-9_ 
A judicial record of this State may be proved by the production of the original, or a copy 
thereof, certified by the Clerk or other person having the legal custody thereof. 
I.C. § 9-312 




DATED this ___ day ofJune 2010. 
JUDGE 
STATE'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTIONS 12 
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INSTRUCTION NO. _"",10,--
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND mDIClAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) CASE NO. CR2010-0000990 
Plaintiff, ) VERDICT 
vs. ) 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., ) 
Defendant. ) 
We, the jul)', duly swam and empaneled to tl)' the issues in the above-entitled cause, find 
the defendant 
QUESTION NO.1: Was the defendant convicted ofa felony offense ofBurglal)' in the 
Second Degree, in the County of Asotin, Washington, Case No. 06-00115-1? 
ANSWER: YES __ _ NO __ 
QUESTION NO. 2: Was the defendant convicted of a felony offense of Burglary in the 
Second Degree, in the County of Asotin, Washington, Case No. 06-00115-1? 
ANSWER: YES __ _ NO __ _ 
QUESTION NO.3: Was the defendant convicted of a felony offense of Theft in the 
Second Degree, in the County of Asotin, Washington, Case No. 06-00115-1? 
ANSWER: YES __ _ NO __ _ 
QUESTION NO.4: Was the defendant convicted of a felony offense of Vehicle Prowling 
in the Second Degree, in the County of Asotin, Washington, Case No. 06-00115-1? 
ANSWER: YES __ NO __ 
STATE'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTIONS 13 
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QUESTION NO.5: Was the defendant convicted of a felony offense of Vehicle Prowling 
in the Second Degree, in the County of Asotin, Washington, Case No. 06-00115-1? 
ANSWER: YES __ _ NO __ _ 
QUESTION NO.6: Was the defendant convicted of a felony offense of Aid and Abet the 
Crime ofBnrglary , in the County of Nez Perce, Idaho, Case No. CR2006-0001587? 
ANSWER: YES __ _ NO __ _ 
DATED this __ day ofJune 2010. 
Presiding Juror 




State of Idaho vs. Edward Ray Hochrein jr 
Hearing type: jury Trial 
Hearing date: 6/1/2010 
Time: 9:03 am 
judge: Carl B. Kerrick 
Courtroom: 1 
Court reporter: Linda Carlton 
Minutes Clerk: TERESA 
Tape Number: CRTRM 1 
Defense Attorney: F & V 
Prosecutor: April Smith 
27 jurors previously drawn: Robert Lotstein, Mary Williams, Sydel Samuels, Brandon 
Hancock, Kathy Barton, Rachel Keller, Hannah Sander, Daniel Faller, jack Meyer, Robin 
Watkins, Paul Reed, Tommy Sarmiento, Linda Rogers, Donald Gross, john Schacher, Eric 
Henry, Lori Armstrong, Amelia Poole, Cody Dehaas, Dana Douthit, David Swan, Terrie 
Gilbert, Sharon Baker, jena Ramsey, Shaena Brainard, Melony McGinn and Carrie Snyder. 
90325 All parties present and ready to proceed. 
90355 Court addresses perspective jurors. 
90413 Ms. Smith is prepared to proceed. 
90416 Mr. Van Idour is prepared to proceed. 
90435 Clerk calls roll of jurors. 
90659 Court calls jurors to fill empty seats: Anna Preston, Shane Cotterell, Wendy 
Williams, Lynne Coleman, Nikki Yates, Devin Schaff and Barbara Crossler. 
91118 Ms. Smith passes panel for cause. 
91125 Mr. Van Idour notes short 11 jurors but passes panel for cause. 
91139 Court and counsel meet at sidebar. 






























Clerk admim>cers jury voir dire oath. 
Court addresses perspective jurors. 
Court makes introduction. 
Ms. Smith makes introduction. 
Court begins voir dire. 
Ms. Smith lists other attorneys in Prosecutor's Office. 
Court continues with voir dire. 
Ms. Smith lists support staff in the Prosecutor's Office. 
Court continues with voir dire. 
Ms. Smith lists witnesses she intends to call. 
Court continues with voir dire. 
Mr. Van Idour makes introduction. 
Court continues with voir dire. 
Mr. Van Idour lists other attorneys and support staff in his office. 
Court continues with voir dire. 
Mr. Van Idour lists witnesses he intends to call. 
Court continues with voir dire. 
Court reads the Information. 
Court continues with voir dire. 
Court excuses juror Daniel Faller for cause. 
Court calls juror Nicholas Furnel!. 
Court addresses juror Nicholas Furnell. 
Court continues with voir dire. 
Court excuses juror Linda Rogers for cause. 
Court calls juror Matthew Jorgens. 



















Court continues with voir dire. 
Court admonishes the jury. 
Court recess until 10:10 a.m. 
Ms. Smith begins voir dire. 
Mr. Van Idour begins voir dire. 
Mr. Van Idour challenges juror Sydel Samuels for cause. 
Ms. Smith has no objection. 
Court excuses juror Sydel Samuels for cause. 
Court calls juror Ryan Peterson. 
Court addresses juror Ryan Peterson. 
Ms. Smith addresses juror Ryan Peterson. 
Mr. Van Idour addresses juror Ryan Peterson. 
Ms. Smith and Mr. Van Idour pass the panel for cause. 
Court admonishes the jury. 
Court recess until 11:30 a.m. 
All parties present and ready to proceed. 
Peremptory challenges off the record. 
STATE DEFENSE 
1. Shane Cotterell 1. Anna Preston 
2. Nicholas Furnell 2. Wendy Williams 
3. Paul Reed 3. Tommy Sarmiento 
4. Cody Dehaas 4. Matthew Jorgens 
5. Pass 5. Lynne Coleman 
6. Terrie Gilbert 6. Kathy Barton 
7. Pass 7. Pass 
Court Minutes 
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115056 The jury is clJllstituted as follows: john Schacher, N'r.Ki Yates, Ryan Peterson, 
Brandon Hancock, jena Ramsey, Lori Armstrong, Hannah Sander, Devin Schaff, jack Meyer, 
Sharon Barker, Amelia Poole, Dana Douthit and Barbara Crossler. 
115330 Clerk administers oath to try the case. 
115350 Court addresses remaining jurors and excuses them from the courtroom. 
115506 Court addresses the jury. 
115702 Court admonishes the jury. 
115940 Ms. Smith accepts this jury. 
115943 Mr. Van Idour accepts this jury. 
120026 Court recess until 1:30 p.m. 
13511 All parties present and ready to proceed. 
13533 Court addresses counsel re: factual stipulation that the Court will read to the 
jury prior to State's opening statement, Mr. Van Idour's Motion in Limine that the State 
does not object to and joint Motion to Exclude Witnesses. 
13640 Mr. Van Idour addresses the Court re: Defendant's Motion in Limine to 
prohibit any witness from referring to any pre january 28 contact. Mr. Van Idour also 
addresses the Court re: juror #11 Amelia Poole that may have concerns about serving. Mr. 
Van Idour suggests inquiring of juror. 
13758 Court grants Defendant's Motion in Limine and Motion to Exclude Witnesses. 
13810 Court addresses counsel re: juror #11 Amelia Poole. 
13831 Bailiff brings in juror #11 Amelia Poole. 
13852 Court addresses juror Amelia Poole. Ms. Poole reponds. 
13951 Court excuses Ms. Poole from the courtroom. 
14016 Bailiff brings in the jury, all members present. 
14108 Court addresses the jury. 
14206 Court begins reading opening instructions to the jury. 
15219 Ms. Smith presents opening statement. 
15635 Mr. Van Idour presents opening statement. 































Ms. Smith callS Tonya Lewis, sworn, Ms. Smith begiflo; direct examination. 
Mr. Van Idour begins cross examination Tonya Lewis. 
Ms. Smith begins redirect examination Tonya Lewis. 
Mr. Van Idour begins recross examination Tonya Lewis. 
Witness Tonya Lewis steps down. 
Ms. Smith calls Christopher Yeats, sworn, Ms. Smith begins direct 
Mr. Van Idour begins cross examination Christopher Yeats. 
Ms. Smith begins redirect examination Christopher Yeats. 
Mr. Van Idour begins recross examination Christopher Yeats. 
Court admonishes the jury and excuses them from the courtroom. 
Court recess until 3:25 p.m. 
All parties present and ready to proceed. Court addresses counsel. 
Bailiff brings in the jury, all members present. 
Court addresses the jury. 
Ms. Smith calls Officer Chris Reese, sworn, Ms. Smith begins direct 
Ms. Smith has witness handed State's exhibit #1. 
Ms. Smith continues direct examination Officer Chris Reese. 
Ms. Smith offers State's exhibit #1. 
Mr. Van Idour has no objection. 
Court admits State's exhibit #1. 
Ms. Smith continues direct examination Officer Chris Reese. 
Ms. Smith has witness handed State's exhibit #2. 
Ms. Smith continues direct examination Officer Chris Reese. 
Ms. Smith offers State's exhibit #2. Mr. Van Idour has no objection. 
Court admits State's exhibit #2. 
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34957 Ms. Smith plays video State's #2 for the jury. 
35112 State's exhibit #2 ends. 
35149 Ms. Smith continues direct examination Officer Chris Reese. 
35229 Mr. Van Idour begins cross examination Officer Chris Reese. 
41042 Witness Officer Chris Reese steps down. 
41059 Court addresses the jury. 
41150 State rests. 
41220 Court admonishes the jury. 
41413 Court excuses the jury from the courtroom. 
41514 Court recess until June 2, 2010 at 9:00 a.m. 
JUNE 2, 2010 
90920 All parties present and ready to proceed. 
90936 Court addresses counsel re: factual stipulation previously admitted as State's 






Bailiff brings in the jury, all members present. 
Court addresses the jury. 
Court addresses the jury re: State's exhibit 3 being replaced with State's 
Court admits State's exhibit 3a to replace State's exhibit 3 and reads factual 
stipulation to the jury. 
91319 Ms. Smith indicates the State rests. 
91326 Mr. Van Idour calls Isaac Lawrence, sworn, Mr. Van Idour begins direct 
examination. 
91816 Ms. Smith begins cross examination Isaac Lawrence. 
92152 Mr. Van Idour begins redirect examination Isaac Lawrence. 
92210 Witness steps down. 































Ms. Smith be5JilS cross examination Cynthia Ellenwvod. 
Mr. Van Idour begins redirect examination Cynthia Ellenwood. 
Ms. Smith begins recross Cynthia Ellenwood. 
Witness steps down. 
Mr. Van Idour calls Robert Fernandez, sworn, Mr. Van Idour begins direct 
Ms. Smith begins cross examination Robert Fernandez. 
Mr. Van Idour begins redirect examination Robert Fernandez. 
Witness steps down. 
Court admonishes the jury and excuses them from the courtroom. 
Court and counsel meet at sidebar. 
Court addresses Mr. Van Idour. 
Mr. Van Idour responds. 
Court addresses counsel re: his right to testify. 
Court recess. 
All parties present and ready to proceed. 
Bailiff brings in the jury, all members present. 
Mr. Van Idour indicates Defense rests. 
Ms. Smith indicates State has no rebuttal witnesses. 
Court excuses jury from the courtroom. 
Court addresses counsel re: jury instructions 1-26. 
Ms. Smith has no objection to the Court's instructions. 
Mr. Van Idour has no objection to the Courfs instructions. 
All parties present and ready to proceed. 
Bailiff brings in the jury, all members present. 





























Ms. Smith presents closing argument 
Court admonishes the jury and excuses them from the courtroom. 
Court addresses spectators in the courtroom. 
Court recess. 
All parties present and ready to proceed. 
Bailiff brings in the jury, all members present 
Mr. Van Idour presents closing argument 
Ms. Smith presents rebuttal argument 
Clerk draws alternate juror, Sharon Baker. 
Clerk administers oath of bailiff. 
Court excuses the jury from the courtroom to begin deliberating. 
Court addresses counseL 
Court recess. 
All parties present and ready to proceed. 
Bailiff brings in the jury, all members present 
Court addresses presiding juror, Amelia Poole. 
Ms. Poole indicates the jury has reached a verdict 
Clerk reads verdict, guilty to Violation of No Contact Order. 
Court addresses presiding juror, Amelia Poole. 
All jurors nod in affirmative that this is their unanimous verdict. 
Ms. Smith does not wish to have the jury polled. 
Mr. Van Idour requests the jury be polled. 
Court polls the jury. 
Court excuses the jury from the courtroom. 
Court and counsel meet at sidebar. 
Court addresses counseL 
1m 
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33732 Bailiff brings Jll the jury, all members present. 
33812 Court addresses the jury. 
33842 Court reads jury instructions 22-24 to the jury. 
34207 Ms. Smith addresses the Court re: State's exhibit 4 and offers State's exhibit 4. 
34225 Mr. Van Idour has no objection. 
34230 Court admits State's exhibit 4. 
34238 Ms. Smith addresses the Court re: stipulation re: CR09-4051. 
34332 Ms. Smith presents argument. 
34420 Mr. Van Idour does not wish to present argument. 
34434 Court excuses the jury from the courtroom to begin deliberating. 
35806 All parties present and ready to proceed. 
35832 Bailiff brings in the jury, all members present. 
35906 Court addresses presiding juror, Amelia Poole. Ms. Poole indicates the jury 
has reached a verdict. 
35948 Clerk reads the verdict, answered yes to both questions regarding prior 













Court addresses Ms. Poole. Ms. Poole indicates this is the jury's unanimous 
All juror nod in the affirmative that this is their verdict. 
Ms. Smith does not wish to have the jury polled. 
Mr. Van Idour does not wish to have the jury polled. 
Court excuses the jury from the courtroom. 
Court addresses counsel. 
Bailiff brings in the jury, all members present. 
Court reads jury instructions 25 & 26 to the jury. 
Ms. Smith addresses the Court re: State's exhibits 5 & 6 and moves for 
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41251 Mr. Van Idour .. dS no objection as to State's exhibit 6 _ ... t would like to meet 
at sidebar re: State's exhibit 5. 
41305 Court and counsel meet as sidebar. 
41459 Mr. Van Idour will stipulate to admission State's exhibit 6. 
41510 Court will remove page from State's exhibit 5. 
41526 Court will admit State's exhibit 5 as amended and State's exhibit 6. 
41546 Ms. Smith presents argument. 
41731 Mr. Van Idour does not wish to present argument. 
41737 Court excuses the jury from the courtroom to begin deliberating. 
41807 Court recess. 
43734 All parties present and ready to proceed. 
43806 Bailiff brings in the jury, all members present. 
43826 Court addresses presiding juror. 
43835 Ms. Poole indicates jury has reached verdict. 
43859 Clerk reads verdict. 
44114 Court addresses Ms. Poole. 
44123 All jurors nod in the affirmative. 
44130 Ms. Smith does not want the jury polled. 
44133 Mr. Van Idour does not want the jury polled. 
44149 Court excuses the jury from the courtroom. 
44235 Sentencing set for 7-29-10 at 2:30 p.m. PSI due 7-22-10. 
44346 Mr. Van Idour addresses the Court re: psychological evaluation by Dr. Phillips 
and moves to strike prior convictions listed on the Information. 
44433 Ms. Smith responds. 
44453 Court addresses counsel. 
44528 Mr. Van Idour addresses the Court re: OR release. 
44541 Court addresses counsel. 
Court Minutes 
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2010 JUN 2 PrJ Y Y5 
rii/~~~fV1 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 












CASE NO. CR 2010-000990 
JURY VERDICT FORM 
We, the Jury, duly impaneled and sworn to try the above-entitled action, for our 
verdict unanimously answer the question submitted to us as follows: 
QUESTION NO.1: Is EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., guilty or not guilty of 
VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, I.e. § 18-9207 
__ ~NOTGUILTY LGUILTY 
DATED this L day of June, 2010. 
Presiding Juror 




2010 JUN 2 PrJ lj YS 
rtYl~J!/£mPfrJ ~ 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 












CASE NO. CR 2010-000990 
JURY VERDICT FORM 
We, the Jury, duly impaneled and sworn to try the above-entitled action, for our 
verdict unanimously answer the questions submitted to us as follows: 
QUESTION NO.1: Within the past five (5) years did the Defendant plead guilty to or was 
the Defendant found guilty of VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, I.C. § 18-920, 
in Nez Perce County, Idaho, Case ~O!R2009-0004841? 
ANSWER: YES !\ NO __ _ 
JURY VERDICT FORM 
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QUESTION NO.2: Within the past five (5) years did the Defendant plead guilty to or was 
the Defendant found guilty of VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, I.C. § 18-920, 
in Nez Perce County, Idaho, Case No. CR2009-0004051? 
ANSWER: YES X NO __ _ 
DATED this L day of June, 2010. 
Presiding Juror 
JURY VERDICT FORM 
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DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 












CASE NO. CR 2010-000990 
JURY VERDICT FORM 
We, the Jury, duly impaneled and sworn to try the above-entitled action, for our 
verdict unanimously answer the questions submitted to us as follows: 
QUESTION NO.1: Was the Defendant convicted of a felony offense of Burglary in the 
Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin County, Washington? 
.,) 
ANSWER: YES~ NO 
QUESTION NO.2: Was the Defendant convicted of a felony offense of Burglary in the 
Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin County, Washington? 
ANSWER: YES // NO 
JURY VERDICT FORM 
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QUESTION NO.3: Was the Defendant convicted of a felony offense of Theft in the 
Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin Cotmty, Washington? 
ANSWER: YES~ NO 
QUESTION NO.4: Was the Defendant convicted of a felony offense of Vehicle Prowling 
in the Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin County, Washington? 
ANSWER: YESt\- NO 
QUESTION NO.5: Was the Defendant convicted of a felony offense of Vehicle Prowling 
in the Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin County, Washington? 
/ 
ANSWER: YESL NO 
QUESTION NO.6: Was the Defendant convicted of a felony offense of Aid and Abet the 
Crime of Burglary, in Case Number CR-2006-0001587 in Nez Perce County, Idaho? 
ANSWER: YES~ NO 
DATED this 1 day ofJune, 2010. 
Presiding Juror 
JURY VERDICT FORM 
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Business Psychology Associates (Bl ~) 
Authorization For Use Or Disclosure o[Protected Health Information (PHI) 
b a 
patienrs;:;:~,e-t:-",'~~.L=::_,-=i'-'I-,.{..cYL.·,-dLrC"'·"'!_.LR"''-~L!\fI.(,.i'''(''-'c..!')_il,-,-r-.... (_"'-'I't_''-'-\ ___ DateOfBirth_/ J'-_71f 
I understand that "'Protected Health Information" about me is information that may identify me and relates to my past, present or future 
physical or mental health or condition and related health care services. I authorize the use and disclosure of Protected Health Information 
about me as described below. 
The persons (or class of persons) authorized to recei ve the infornlation: 
Description of the infonnation that may be used and disclosed: 
\ A-s Sf'S5 rn.L "'+ 
1\I1y Protected Health Information may be used and disclosed by Business Psychology A'>Sociates for the following purposes: 
This authorization will expire upon the following date or event: 
I understand that this authorization is voluntary and that I may refuse to sign this authorization. I understand that BPA may not condition 
treatment, payment, emollment or eligibility for benefits whether or not I sign this authorization, unless allowed by law. I understand that I 
may inspect or copy any information used or disclosed under this authorization. 
I also understand that pursuant to BPA's Notice of Privacy Practices, I may revoke this authorization at any time except to the extent that 
action may have been taken in reliance on this authorization. I further understand that to revoke this authorization I must deliver notice, in 
\liTiting, to BPA's Privacy Officer at the following address. To receive a signed copy of this form, complete the address information below. 
Name: 
Street Address: 
HIP AA Privacy Officer 
Business Psychology Associates 
300 E. Mallard Dr.., Suite 350 
Boise, ID 83706 City, State & Zip: ____________________ _ 
Further, I understand that if the person or entity that receives the information is not a person or entity covered by privacy regulations, the 
information described above may be re-disclosed and is no longer protected by those regulations. 
This authoriza~!<J1 will remain in effect until it expires or BPA receives Mitten revocation. 
~ Cftl ,:£¥itPL-----:~3!'::-- c:--'-'~J'-""I,'_'__' tl~c"---£.-1""": ~----'--l.1 C~, __ _ 
Signature of Patient or Personal Representative Date 
Name of Legal Personal Representative (if applicable) 
Legal Personal Representative's relationship to patient and basis for authority to sign on behalf of the patient, i.e., Pmver of Attorney, Legal 
Guardianship, etc.): 
This form must be approved and signed by the Privacy Officer, Security Officer or Compliance Officer at BFA before any Protected Health 
Infonnation is released. This occurs after this form is completed·by the patient or personal representative. 
BPAOfficer Date 
Business Psychology Associates - 300 E. Mallard Dr. - SlJite 350 - Boise. II) 83706 - Fax 208/34<117430 - VOice 208/343/4080 
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RESET (Clerk, check if applicable) [~gl13!ift¥,j!!l!iil!luj!ij. ,iIiillS~~Jlf1i!JME!i\j;iilRm~III~~j) 
Assignedto: __________________________ _ 
Assigned! 
Second Judicial District Court, State of Idaho 
II] and ,For the County of Nez Perce 
ORDER FOR prt:.~f}E REPORT AND EVALUATIONS 
) Case No! CR-2010-0000990 
lOlD JON 2 PrJ Y ~Lf~ARGE(S): 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Edward Ray Hochrein Jr 
2016 13th Ave #1 
Lewiston, I D 83501 
PAT~O:,~EKS 1:-920(3) F No Contact OrderVio[ation (3rd Offence) 
~n/lm~~U[RED ROA CODES: (Enter the appropriate code) 
DEPUTY ) PS[01- Order for Presentence Investigation Report (on[y) 
) PSMH1- Order for Presentence Investigation Report and 
) Menta[ Hea[th Assessment 
Defendant. ) PSSA1- Order for Presentence Investigation Report and 
) Substance Abuse Assessment 
~~~~~--~-=-=~-=------~--~~~) 
On this Wednesday, June 02, 2010, a Pre-sentence Investigation Report was ordered by the Honorab[e Carl B. Kerrick to be completed 
bL7-22-10_ for Court appearance on Thursday, Ju[y 29, 2010 at: 02:30 PM at the above stated courthouse. 
EVALUA liONS TO BE DONE: Copy of each evaluation to be sent to Presentence Investigation Office to be included with PSI 
Under [C 19-2524 assessment(s) is (are) ordered which shall include a criminogenic risk assessment of the defendant 
pursuant to ([C 19-2524(4)): 
o Menta[ Hea[th Examination as defined in [C 19-2524(3), including any plan for treatment. Treatment shall be provided as 
recommended in the assessment. (PSMH1 ROA code); and/or 
y( Substance Abuse Assessment as defined in [C 19-2524(2) including any plan for treatment. Treatment shall be provided as 
recommended in the assessment. (PSSA1 ROA code) 
Other non- §19-2524 evaluations/examinations ordered for use with the PSI: 
o Sex Offender 0 Domestic Violence ~ Other~ll~iW ~ Eva[uator: ~;t~tYl U~~ 
o No evaluations are ordered. (PS[01 ROA code) 
DEFENSECOUNSEL:cF~&~V~ ____________________________________________________________ __ 
PROSECUTOR:A~p~r~i[~A~S~m~i~thL-______ ~ ____ __ 
THE DEFENDANT [S [N CUSTODY: 'f.. YES 0 NO [f yes where: ________________________________ __ 
PLEA AGREEMENT: State recommendation 
WHJ/JOC 0 Probation 0 PD Reimb 0 Fine 0 ACJ 0 Restitution 0 Retained Jurisdiction 
o Othllr: a /J/JI 
Date: ffJ -;l·/D Signature: C n0~_ c::J 
Judge ~_7 * * * * 
[DEFENDANT'S INFORMA nON: l1:.Iii!!'A~'!lJiI!11i!di~J!1 DO YOU NEED AN INTERPRETER? o NO o YES 
Name: _____________________ ,0 Male 0 Female 0 RACE: Caucasian 0 Hispanic 0 Other 
Address: _____________________________________ ,City: ________________ State: ________ ZIP.· ____ __ 
Telephone: ____________ ,Message Phone: _____________ Work Phone: ______ __ 
Employer: __________________ Work Address: 
Date of Birth:---,:-;----;-_--;-__ --.-----;---;-c-________ Social Security Number: ______________ __ 
Name & Phone Number of nearest relative: ______________________________ _ 
Date of Arrest· Arresting Agency' 
It is your responsibility to contact your assigned Pre~sentence Investigator. Please contact your assigned Investigator to 
schedule an interview using the above information. Please have your Pre-sentence Investigation Personal History 







vs Case No .Qt: If) JJtlO 
Defendant (s). 
ESTIMATED REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT COSTS 
Pursuant to the Idaho Appellate Rules, the following 
is the estimated cost of Reporter's Transcript on appeal for 
Jl 
the above entitled cause, taken atCiytLdisfDn , Idaho 
I -+ ;::) , -I5.J.n~ Cost $ \,0'53 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 













CASE NO. CR 10-00990 
INSTRUCTIONS SUBMITTED 
TO THE JURY 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., 
Defendant. 
The attached instructions No.1 through No. 26 were given to the jury this 2nd day of 
Juue,2010. 
~d?2 
DATED this ~ day of Juue, 2010. 
CARL B. KERRICK - District Judge 
! 
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INSTRUCTION NO. t 
You will notice that many, but not all, of these instructions that I am about to read 
to you are identical to those read to you at the beginning of this trial. It is not the intent 
of the Court to lay any special emphasis on those instructions. The only reason they are 
again given to you is so that all of the instructions concerning this case will be fresh in 
your minds and of equal importance when you start your deliberations. 
139
INSTRUCTION NO. 2.. 
During your deliberations, you will have with you my instructions concerning the 
law that applies to this case, the exhibits that were admitted into evidence, and any notes 
taken by you in the course ofthe trial proceedings. 
140
INSTRUCTION NO . ....:::3=----_ 
Your duties are to determine the facts, to apply the law set forth in my instructions 
to those facts, and in this way to decide the case. In so doing, you must follow my 
instructions regardless of your own opinion of what the law is or should be, or what 
either side may state the law to be. You must consider them as a whole, not picking out 
one and disregarding others. The order in which the instructions are given has no 
significance as to their relative importance. The law requires that your decision be made 
solely upon the evidence before you. Neither sympathy nor prejudice should influence 
you in your deliberations. Faithful performance by you of these duties is vital to the 
administration of justice. 
In determining the facts, you may consider only the evidence admitted in this 
trial. This evidence consisted of the testimony of the witnesses, the exhibits offered and 
received, and any stipulated or admitted facts. The production of evidence in court is 
governed by rules of law. At times during the trial, an objection may have been made to 
a question asked of a witness, or to a witness's answer, or to an exhibit. This simply 
means that I was asked to decide a particular rule of law. The parties' arguments on the 
admissibility of evidence were designed to aid the Court and are not to be considered by 
you nor affect your deliberations. If I sustained an objection to a question or to an 
exhibit, the witness was instructed not to answer the question or the exhibit was not 
admitted. Do not attempt to guess what the answer might have been or what the exhibit 
might have shown. Likewise, if I told you not to consider a particular statement or 
exhibit, you should put it out of your mind and not refer to it or rely on it in your 
deliberations. 
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During the trial I may have spoken with the parties about the rules of law that 
should apply in this case. Sometimes we talked here at the bench. At other times I 
excused you from the courtroom so that you could be comfortable while we worked out 
any problems. You are not to speculate about any such discussions. They were 
necessary from time to time and helped the trial run more smoothly. 
Some of you have probably heard the terms "circumstantial evidence," "direct 
evidence" and "hearsay evidence." Do not be concerned with these terms. You are to 
consider all the evidence admitted in this trial. 
However, the law does not require you to believe all the evidence. As the sole 
judges of the facts, you must determine what evidence you believe and what weight you 
attach to it. 
There is no magical formula by which one may evaluate testimony. You bring 
with you to this courtroom all of the experience and background of your lives. In your 
everyday affairs you determine for yourselves whom you believe, what you believe, and 
how much weight you attach to what you are told. The same considerations that you use 
in your everyday dealings in maldng these decisions are the considerations that you 
should apply in your deliberations. 
In deciding what you believe, do not malce your decision simply because more 
witnesses may have testified one way than the other. Your job is to think about the 
testimony of each witness you heard and decide how much you believe of what he or she 
had to say. 
A witness who has special knowledge in a particular matter may give his or her 
opinion on that matter. In determining the weight to be given such opinion, you should 
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consider the qualifications and credibility of the witness and the reasons given for his or 
her opinion. You are not bound by such opinion. Give it the weight, if any, to which you 
deem it entitled. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. ~ 
In every crime or public offense, there must exist a union, or j oint operation, of 
act and intent. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. G' 
As members of the jury, it is your duty to decide what the facts are and to apply 
those facts to the law that I have given you. You are to decide the facts from all the 
evidence presented in the case. 
The evidence you are to consider consists of: 
1. sworn testimony of witnesses; 
2. exhibits that have been admitted into evidence. 
Certain things you have heard or seen are not evidence, including: 
1. arguments and statements by lawyers. The lawyers are not witnesses. 
What they say in their opening statements, closing arguments and at other times is 
included to help you interpret the evidence, but is not evidence. If the facts as you 
remember them differ from the way the lawyers have stated them, follow your memory; 
2. testimony that has been excluded or stricken, or that you have been 
instructed to disregard; 
3. anything you may have seen or heard when the court was not in session. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. ~ 
YOU ARE INSTRUCTED THAT the Defendant, EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., 
is charged by Amended Information with the crime of: VIOLATION OF A NO 
CONTACT ORDER, I.C. § 18-920, alleged to have been committed in Nez Perce 
County, State of Idaho, the charging part of the Amended Information being: 
That the Defendant, EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., on or about the 28th day of 
January, 2010 in the County of Nez Perce, State ofIdaho, did go within 200 feet 
of Tanya Lewis' residence in violation of a No Contact Order that was issued in 
Nez Perce County Case No. CR2009-0002146. 
To this Information, the Defendant pled "not guilty." 
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INSTRUCTION NO. L 
An Information is but a formal method of accusing a Defendant of a crime. It is 
not evidence of any kind against the accused. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 55 
You will notice that the Information charges that the offense was committed "on 
or about" a certain date. If the jury finds that the crime charged was committed, it is not 
necessary that the proof show that it was committed on that precise date. 
It is sufficient ifthe proof shows beyond a reasonable doubt that the crime 
charged was committed "on or about" the date alleged. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. q 
Under our law and system of justice, the Defendant is presumed to be innocent. 
The presumption of innocence means two things. 
First, the State has the burden of proving the Defendant guilty. The State has that 
burden throughout the trial. The Defendant is never required to prove his innocence, nor 
does the Defendant ever have to produce any evidence at all. 
Second, the State must prove the alleged crime beyond a reasonable doubt. A 
reasonable doubt is not a mere possible or imaginary doubt. It is a doubt based on reason 
and common sense. It is the kind of doubt that would make an ordinary person hesitant 
to act in the most important affairs of his or her own life. If after considering all the 
evidence you have a reasonable doubt about the Defendant's guilt, you must find the 
Defendant not guilty. 
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INSTRUCTIONNO./'D 
It is not necessary that every fact and circumstance put in evidence on behalf of 
the State be established beyond a reasonable doubt, but it is necessary to sustain a 
conviction that all facts and circumstances in evidence, when taken together, establish 
beyond a reasonable doubt the material elements of the offense charged. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 11 
The law does not require a Defendant in a criminal case to take the witness stand 
and testify or to present any evidence, witnesses, or exhibits. The decision as to whether 
the Defendant testifies or presents evidence is left to the Defendant, acting with the 
advice and assistance of the Defendant's attorney. 
No presumption of guilt may be raised and no inference of any kind may be 
drawn if the Defendant decides not to testifY or present any evidence, witnesses, or 
exhibits. This fact should not enter into your deliberations in any way. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. IZ-
In order for the Defendant to be guilty of VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT 
ORDER, I.C. § IS-920, the State must prove each of the following: 
1. On or about the 2Stl1 day ofJanuary, 2010; 
2. in Nez Perce County, in the State ofIdaho; 
3. the Defendant, EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR.; 
4. did violate the No Contact Order in Case No. CR2009-0002146; 
5. by going within 200 feet of Tanya Lewis' residence. 
If you find that the State has failed to prove any of the above, you must find the 
Defendant not guilty. If you find that all of the above have been proven beyond a 
reasonable doubt, then you must find the Defendant guilty. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 13 
I.C. § 18-920 states: 
A violation of a no contact order is committed when: 
(a) A person has been charged or convicted of [an offense for which a court finds 
that a no contact order is appropriate 1; and 
(b) A no contact order has been issued, either by a court or by an Idaho criminal 
rule; and 
(c) The person charged or convicted has had contact with the stated person in 
violation of an order. 
153
INSTRUCTION NO. a 
Do not concern yourself with the subject of penalty or punishment. That subject 
must not in any way affect your verdict. If you find the Defendant guilty, it will be my 
duty to determine the appropriate penalty or punishment. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. If) 
If during the trial I said or did anything that suggested to you that I am inclined to 
favor the claims or position of either party, you must not permit yourself to be influenced 
by any such suggestion. I did not express nor intend to express, nor did I intend to 
intimate, any opinion as to which witnesses were or were not worthy of belief, what facts 
were or were not established, or what inferences should be drawn from the evidence. If 
any expression of mine seemed to indicate an opinion relating to any of these matters, I 
instruct you to disregard it. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. & 
In reaching your verdict in this action, you are to be guided and controlled only by 
the evidence adduced at this trial and the instructions now given to you by the Court. In 
case any of you have received information, or what purports to be information, from any 
other source other than the facts in this case, you are admonished and instructed to 
exclude such extraneous information or purported information from all consideration. 
Your verdict should be based exclusively upon the evidence offered at this trial, and 
should in no way be influenced by any rumor, feeling, or influence coming from any 
quarter either before or during this trial. 
156
INSTRUCTION NO. 17 
I have outlined for you the rules oflaw applicable to this case and have told you 
of some of the matters which you may consider in weighing the evidence to determine 
the facts. In a few minutes counsel will present their closing remarks to you, and then you 
will retire to the jury room for your deliberations. 
The arguments and statements of the attorneys are not evidence. If you remember 
the facts differently from the way the attorneys have stated them, you should base your 
decision on what you remember. 
The attitude and conduct of jurors at the beginning of your deliberations are 
important. It is rarely productive at the outset for you to make an emphatic expression of 
your opinion on the case or to state how you intend to vote. When you do that at the 
beginning, your sense of pride may be aroused, and you may hesitate to change your 
position even if shown that it is wrong. Remember that you are not partisans or 
advocates, but are judges. For you, as for me, there can be no triumph except in the 
ascertainment and declaration of the truth. 
As jurors you have a duty to consult with one another and to deliberate before 
making your individual decisions. You may fully and fairly discuss among yourselves all 
of the evidence you have seen and heard in this courtroom about this case, together with 
the law that relates to this case as contained in these instructions. 
During your deliberations, you each have a right to re-examine your own views 
and change your opinion. You should only do so if you are convinced by fair and honest 
discussion that your original opinion was incorrect based upon the evidence the jury saw 
and heard during the trial and the law as given you in these instructions. 
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Consult with one another. Consider each other's views, and deliberate with the 
objective of reaching an agreement, if you can do so without disturbing your individual 
judgment. Each of you must decide this case for yourself; but you should do so only after 
a discussion and consideration of the case with your fellow jurors. 
However, none of you should surrender your honest opinion as to the weight or 
effect of evidence or as to the innocence or guilt of the Defendant because the majority of 
the jury feels otherwise or for the purpose of returning a unanimous verdict. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. If 
You have been instructed as to all the rules of law that may be necessary for you 
to reach a verdict. Whether some of the instructions will apply will depend upon your 
determination of the facts. You will disregard any instruction which applies to a state of 
facts which you determine does not exist. You must not conclude from the fact that an 
instruction has been given that the Court is expressing any opinion as to the facts. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. '1 
The original instructions and the exhibits will be with you in the jury room. They 
are part of the official court record. For this reason please do not alter them or mark on 
them in any way. 
The instructions are numbered for convenience in referring to specific 
instructions. There mayor may not be a gap in the numbering of the instructions. If there 
is, you should not concern yourselves about such gap. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. Z 0 
Upon retiring to the jury room, select one of you as a presiding officer, who will 
preside over your deliberations. It is that person's duty to see that discussion is orderly; 
that the issues submitted for your decision are fully and fairly discussed; and that every 
juror has a chance to express himself or herself upon each question. 
In this case, your verdict must be unanimous. When you all arrive at a verdict, the 
presiding officer will sign it and you will return it into open court. 
Your verdict in this case cannot be arrived at by chance, by lot, or by 
compromise. 
If, after considering all of the instructions in their entirety, and after having fully 
discussed the evidence before you, the jury determines that it is necessary to 
communicate with me, you may send a note by the bailiff. You are not to reveal to me or 
anyone else how the jury stands until you have reached a verdict or unless you are 
instructed by me to do so. 
A verdict form suitable to any conclusion you may reach will be submitted to you 
with these instructions. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 
The State will now be given the opportunity to present swnmation to you. 
Following this, the defense will be afforded the opportunity to present summation. Then, 
the State may present rebuttal argwnent. 
When you have agreed upon a verdict, your Presiding Juror will sign the verdict 
form and notifY the Bailiff, and you will then be returned into court where your Presiding 
Juror will, at my direction, hand the verdict to the Bailiff, who will hand it to me. The Clerk, 
after recording the verdict, will read it aloud. Your Presiding Juror will be asked if this is 
your verdict, and that juror will give your answer to the Court. 
Although the verdict form is self-explanatory, it is part of my instructions to you. I 
will now read the verdict form to you. It states: 
"We, the Jury, duly impaneled and sworn to try the above-entitled action, for our 
verdict unanimously answer the question submitted to us as follows: 
QUESTION NO.1: Is EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., guilty or not guilty of 
VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, I.C. § 18-9207 
___ N.OT GUILTY GUILTY" ----
Once you have answered the questions, your presiding juror should date and sign the 
verdict form and advise the bailiff that you have reached a verdict. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. Zz. 
Having found the Defendant guilty of VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT 
ORDER, you must next decide whether the Defendant has pled guilty to or was found 
guilty of VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER within the last five (5) years. The 
State alleges: 
1. On June 2, 2009, the defendant pled guilty or was found guilty of 
VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, I.C. § 18-920, in Nez Perce 
County, Idaho, Case No. CR2009-0004841. 
2. On August 19,2009, the defendant pled guilty or was found guilty of 
VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, I.e. § 18-920, in Nez Perce 
County, Idaho, Case No. CR2009-0004051. 
The State must prove the existence of these events beyond a reasonable doubt. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. il 
A judicial record of this state, or of the United States, may be proved by the 
production of the original, or by a copy thereof, certified by the clerk or other person 
having the legal custody thereof. That of another state or territory may be proved by the 
attestation of the clerk and the seal ofthe conrt annexed, if there be a clerk and seal, 
together with a certificate of the chief judge or presiding magistrate, that the attestation is 
in due form. 
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INSTRUCTION NO . .ztL 
In this portion of the case you will return a verdict, consisting of a series of 
questions you should answer. Since the explanations on the form which you will have 
are part of my instructions to you, I will read the body of the verdict fo= to you. 
"We, the Jury, duly impaneled and sworn to try the above-entitled action, for our 
verdict unanimously answer the questions submitted to us as follows: 
QUESTION NO.1: Within the past five (5) years did the Defendant plead guilty to or was 
the Defendant found guilty of VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, I.C. § 18-920, 
in Nez Perce County, Idaho, Case No. CR2009-0004841? 
ANSWER: YES __ _ NO __ _ 
QUESTION NO.2: Within the past five (5) years did the Defendant plead guilty to or was 
the Defendant found guilty of VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, I.C. § 18-920, 
in Nez Perce County, Idaho, Case No. CR2009-0004051? 
ANSWER: YES __ _ NO ___ " 
Once you have answered the questions, your presiding juror should date and sign the 
verdict fo= and advise the bailiff that you have reached a verdict. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 2. 5 
Having found the Defendant guilty of VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT 
ORDER, you must next consider whether the Defendant has been convicted on at least two 
prior occasions offe1ony offenses. 
The State alleges the Defendant has prior convictions as follows: 
1. On or about the 31 st day of July, 2006, the Defendant was convicted of Burglary 
in the Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin County, 
Washington; 
2. On or about the 31 st day of July, 2006, the Defendant was convicted of Burglary 
in the Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin County, 
Washington; 
3. On or about the 31 st day of July, 2006, the Defendant was convicted of Theft in 
the Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin County, Washington; 
4. On or about the 31st day of July, 2006, the Defendant was convicted of Vehicle 
Prowling in the Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin County, 
Washington; 
5. On or about the 31 st day of July, 2006, the Defendant was convicted of V ehicle 
Prowling in the Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin County, 
Washington; 
6. On or about the 5th day of September, 2007, the Defendant was convicted of 
Aid and Abet the Crime of Burglary, in Case Number CR-2006-0001587 in Nez 
Perce County, Idaho. 
The existence of a prior conviction must be proved beyond a reasonable doubt and 
your decision must be unanimous. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 2JL 
In this portion of the case you will return a verdict, consisting of a series of 
questions you should answer. Since the explanations on the form which you will have 
are part of my instructions to you, I will read the body of the verdict form to you. 
"We, the Jury, duly impaneled and sworn to try the above-entitled action, for our 
verdict unanimously answer the questions submitted to us as follows: 
QUESTION NO.1: Was the Defendant convicted of a felony offense of Burglary in the 
Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin County, Washington? 
ANSWER: YES __ NO 
QUESTION NO.2: Was the Defendant convicted of a felony offense of Burglary in the 
Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin County, Washington? 
ANSWER: YES __ NO 
QUESTION NO.3: Was the Defendant convicted of a felony offense of Theft in the 
Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin County, Washington? 
ANSWER: YES __ NO 
QUESTION NO.4: Was the Defendant convicted of a felony offense of Vehicle Prowling 
in the Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin County, Washington? 
ANSWER: YES __ NO 
QUESTION NO.5: Was the Defendant convicted of a felony offense of Vehicle Prowling 
in the Second Degree, in Case Number 06-00115-1 in Asotin County, Washington? 
ANSWER: YES __ NO 
QUESTION NO.6: Was the Defendant convicted of a felony offense of Aid and Abet the 
Crime of Burglary, in Case Number CR-2006-0001587 in Nez Perce County, Idaho? 
ANSWER: YES __ NO " 
Once you have answered the questions, your presiding juror should date and sign the 
verdict form and advise the bailiff that you have reached a verdict. 
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RES ET (Clerk, check if applicable) IORIGINALOr, ···mtoocUMENTTO][)OCI 
Assigned to: __________________________ _ 
Assigned: 
Second Judicial District Court, State of Idaho 
In and For the EOII~f'N~) Perce 
AMENDED ORDER FOR PRESE~Ti! 'RE1pbRT AND EVALUATIONS 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Edward Ray Hochrein Jr 
2016 13th Ave #1 
Lewiston, 10 83501 
Defendant. 
2010 JUL 16 PI] 1? 28 
) CHARGErs): 
Case No: CR-2010-0000990 
~~~~m¥~ViOlation (3rd Offence) 
9 ec.,R~)RED ROA CODES: (Enter the appropriate code) 
) PSI01- Order for Presentence Investigation Report (only) 
) PSMH1- Order for Presentence Investigation Report and 
) Mental Health Assessment 
) PSSA1- Order for Presentence Investigation Report and 
) Substance Abuse Assessment 
~~~--~~~~~~~~--~~~~) 
On this Friday, July 16, 2010, a Pre-sentence Investigation Report was ordered by the Honorable Carl B. Kerrick to be completed by 
July 22, 2010 for Court appearance on Thursday, July 29, 2010 at: 02:30 PM at the above stated courthouse. 
EVALUATIONS TO BE DONE: Copy of each evaluation to be sent to Presentence Investigation Office to be included with PSI 
Under IC 19-2524 assessment(s) is (are) ordered which shall include a criminogenic risk assessment of the defendant 
pursuant to (IC 19-2524(4)): 
'f- Mental Health Examination as defined in IC 19-2524(3), including any plan for treatment. Treatment shall be provided as 
recommended in the assessment. (PSMH1 ROA code); andlor 
~ Substance Abuse Assessment as defined in IC 19-2524(2) including any plan for treatment. Treatment shall be provided as 
recommended in the assessment. (PSSA 1 ROA code) 
Other non- §19-2524 evaluationslexaminations ordered for use with the PSI: 
o Sex Offender 0 Domestic Violence 0 Other ____________ _ Evaluator: 
o No evaluations are ordered. (PSI01 ROA code) 
DEFENSECOUNSEL:cF~&~VL-______________________________ __ 
PROSECUTOR:~A~p~ril~A~S~m~ith~ ____ ~,, ____ __ 
THE DEFENDANT IS IN CUSTODY: )l. YES 0 NO If yes where: ________________________________ _ 
PLEA AGREEMENT: State recommendation 
WHJ/JOC D Probation D PO Reimb D Fine D ACJ D Restitution D Retained Jurisdiction 
D Other: C) ~ I 
Date: '1-~JlJ.f.~.?::-::::/Z;DC· L=====:sS~igli1naattuumre;::_==!(~:·::Ri~::~{=====:;:;;;;:;;:)C;;:C5::::i===========;~ 
Judge **** 
IDEFENDANT'S INFORMA TlON: PLE.A$E:'PRIN:'1: DO YOU NEED AN INTERPRETER? 0 NO o YES 
Name: _______________________________________ 0 Male 0 Female 0 RACE: Caucasian 0 Hispanic 0 Other 
Address.· _____________________________________ City: _______________ State: ________ ZiP: ______ _ 
Telephone: ______________________ ,Message Phone: _________________________ Work Phone: ____________ _ 
Employer: ___________________________________ Work Address: 
Date of Birlh.·_ ---:c;--;----;------,----;-~-------------- Social Security Number: __________________________ _ 
Name & Phone Number of nearest relative: __________________________________________________________ _ 
Date of Arrest: Arresting Agency: 
It is your responsibility to contact your assigned Prewsentence Investigator. Please contact your assigned Investigator to 
schedule an interview using the above information. Please have your Pre-sentence Investigation Personal History 





State of Idaho vs. Edward Ray Hochrein Jr 
Hearing type: Sentencing 
Hearing date: 7/29/2010 
Time: 3:58 pm 
Judge: Carl B. Kerrick 
Courtroom: 1 
Court reporter: Nancy Towler 
Minutes Clerk: TERESA 
Tape Number: CRTRM 1 
Defense Attorney: F & V 
Prosecutor: Nancy Berger-Schneider 
Defendant not present. 
35840 Court addresses counsel. Mental Health report was received this morning 
and parties have agreed to continue this matter until 8-19-10 at 2:30 p.m. 






State of Idaho vs. Edward Ray Hochrein jr 
Hearing type: Sentencing 
Hearing date: 8/19/2010 
Time: 2:07 pm 
judge: Carl B. Kerrick 
Courtroom: 1 
Court reporter: Nancy Towler 
Minutes Clerk: TERESA 
Tape Number: CRTRM 1 
Defense Attorney: F & V 
Prosecutor: Mia Vowels 
Defendant not present. 
20710 Ms. Vowels addresses the Court and Defendant is requesting a continuance 
and the State has no objection. 
20718 Mr. Van Idour addresses the Court. 
20745 Court resets sentencing for 9-9-10at 2:30 p.m. 
20756 Court recess. 
Court Minutes 
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Sec.(:\d Judicial District Court, State of Idj.':,o 
.••••• , and For the County of Nez Perce ..... . 
1230 Main St. 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
I LE D 
STATE OF IDAHO, 2010 SEP 9 PfTl 2 d 
Plaintiff, 
t,11Efh~~}~ ~:NN~ED CR-2010-0000990 
li (jV It ) NOTICE OF HEARING 
vs. 
Edward Ray Hochrein Jr, 
DEPUTY ) 
Defendant. ) 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-entitled case is hereby set for: 
Sentencing 
Judge: 
Thursday, September 30, 2010 
Carl B. Kerrick 
at the Nez Perce County Courthouse in Lewiston, Idaho. 
02:30 PM 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of this Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and 
on file in this office. I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as follows on this date Thursday, 




NOTICE OF HEARING 
Edward Ray Hochrein Jr 
2016 13th Ave #1 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
F&V 
111 Main St Ste 301 
Lewiston, ID 83501 







H;~II id Delivt:red_X_ 
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Sec;~,d Judicial District Court, State of Id';~p 
j and For the County of Nez Perce ' 
1230 Main St. 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
F\LED 
) 
ZGIG SEP 9 pf\ 2 5~ Plaintiff, 
vs, r' ~~ I \ . ,-, ~" " 
Edward Ray Hochrein Jr, 
, "",'1 v~Vi' ',' h S ~ ~NO: CR-2010-0000990 
tGl~Ymf7f D\ ' ' ENDED 
U L vV l,K ",:.~ T' ) NOTICE OF HEARING 
Defendant. Dt,,'U i ( ) 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-entitled case is hereby set for: 
Sentencing 
Judge: 
Thursday, October 07, 2010 02:30 PM 
Carl B, Kerrick 
at the Nez Perce County Courthouse in Lewiston, Idaho. 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of this Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and 
on file in this office, I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as follows on this date Thursday, 




NOTICE OF HEARING 
Edward Ray Hochrein Jr 
2016 13th Ave #1 
Lewiston, I D 83501 
F&V 
111 Main St Ste 301 
Lewiston, 10 83501 
April A Smith 
Mailed __ HeRS Delivell'lll 
~~ 
Mailed__ rial 18 Deli i76'red_X 
tN<~ 
Mailed__ FlaRE! Deli\1ered_X_ 
Dated: Thursday, September 09, 2010 
Patty 0, Weeks 
C Of The Di:~t Court i 
tJtIfl1}11 \ 'i~ , By: 
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STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Edward Ray Hochrein Jr 
2016 13th Ave #1 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Secrl Judicial District Court, State of Id" 
". and For the County of Nez Perce 
1230 Main St. 
.1,,~eWlstoh, Idaho 83501 




NOTICE OF APPOINTMENT OF NEW 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 
DL or SSN: 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that: 
Danny Radakovich PD 2011 
1624 G St. 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
(208) 746-8162 
Public Defender for the County of Nez Perce, State of Idaho, a duly licensed attorney in the State of Idaho, is 
hereby appointed to represent said Defendant, Edward Ray Hochrein Jr, in all proceedings in the above 
entitled case. 
The Defendant is further advised that helshe may be required to reimburse the Court for al ~P.llft..Q1 
of court appointed counsel. ~ ",'i;:C_O_~ 
~ G 




(Itt jJUtR. {!J. JIM'1 







State of Idaho vs. Edward Ray Hochrein Jr 
Hearing type: Sentencing 
Hearing date: 10/7/2010 
Time: 1:51 pm 
Judge: Carl B. Kerrick 
Courtroom: 1 
Court reporter: Nancy Towler 
Minutes Clerk: TERESA 
Tape Number: CRTRM 1 
Defense Attorney: Danny Radakovich PD 2011 
Prosecutor: April Smith 












State of Idaho vs. Edward Ray Hochrein Jr 
Hearing type: Sentencing 
Hearing date: 11/4/2010 
Time: 2:54 pm 
Judge: Carl B. Kerrick 
Courtroom: 1 
Court reporter: Nancy Towler 
Minutes Clerk: TERESA 
Tape Number: CRTRM 1 
Defense Attorney: Danny Radakovich PD 2011 
Prosecutor: April Smith 
Defendant present in custody. 
Court addresses Defendant. 
Defendant indicates he has reviewed the PSI. 
Mr. Radakovich notes corrections to the PSI. 
Victim, Tanya Lewis, presents victim impact statement. 
Mr. Radakovich addresses the Court. 
Ms. Smith addresses the Court re: question 4 and 5 of the jury verdict re: 
persistent violation portion of the charge 4 and 5 were gross misdemeanors. 
30700 Court strikes the jury's finding as to questions 4 and 5. 
30720 Ms. Smith addresses the Court. 
31112 Defendant addresses the Court. 
31328 Court addresses Defendant. 
CR09-2146 as to Count 2 misdemeanor domestic violence the Court imposes the 60 days 
of suspended jail time and as to Count 3 misdemeanor Cruelty to Animals the Court 
imposes 165 days of suspended jail time to run concurrent with CR10-990. 
Court Minutes 
175
CR10-990 Violation of a l'iO Contact Order 3rd Offense the Court Imposes sentence 3-10 
years with credit for time already served and to run concurrent with CR09-2146. 
Defendant to pay court costs in the amount of $155.50, reimburse the NPC Public Defender 
Fund in the amount of $500.00. No Contact Order re: Tanya Lewis for 10 years to expire 
11-4-2010. 
31829 Ms. Smith addresses the Court re: the No Contact Order. 
32011 Mr. Radakovich addresses the Court re: apologizing to the victim. 
32153 Ms. Smith addresses the Court and victim does not want to be addresses by 
the Defendant but can direct his apology toward the Court. 
32215 Defendant addresses the Court re: apology to victim. 
32406 Court recess. 
Court Minutes 
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IN THE DISTRICT CO~*qF 'fI-~COND mmCIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAH, r!ANtJ THE COUNTI OF NEZ PERCE 
~-. - ,~ 
TO THE SHERIFF OF NEZ PERCE COUNTI, STATE OF IDAHO: 
The above-named Defendant, appearing before this Court this day, being informed by the 
Court of the nature of the charge agains~er, to wit: /.. 
Vi DltJ; rh d(' A. J1}{) tAtl:tAJ!}kIu: ~ ~ t/£.enSt:) 
conunitted on or about the _-____ day of_--=====-~, 20 ___ ~, io said county, 
and having been duly arraigued before the Court and having been duly found to be guilty and 
having stated that no legal cause existed why judgment should not be pronounced again~er 
and no sufficient cause appearing to the Court. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADmDGED AND DECREED that Defendant is guilty of 
said crime and that@ebe punished as follows: Imprisonment io the Idaho State Board of 
Correction for a period of '-<3£----'-' D=--fY_lA.","",,,,-,-JtS~,-----____________ _ 
NOW, THEREFORE, YOU, THE SAID SHERIFF OF NEZ PERCE COUNTY, STATE 
OF IDAHO, are hereby conunanded to receive the said Defendant and detai~er io the Idaho 
State Board of Correction, until this sentence is complied with. 




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF tD1~Ot 't It::DtfR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, Plaintiff ." Case No . ... t"'il-:.-!.:(():...--'ffOl!..!<....:.1..:.Cf:..=O ______ _ 
vs. Gtiwa.rl HbJt~ JDO I'!OU S Prl 2 ~6 <¥i~lhcE d~~DER 
t • "" 0. '::'
DOB: ";> CLEHr: Ci' i;,:: US:. !1trff1 v I 6 
Efl. July 1,2009 
The Defendant has been char ed with or convicted of violatin Idaho Code Section s : 
018-901 Assault 018-903 Battery '0 ,,: ~' .. ttl8-905 AggfaY'l'!~"il'S' tll( L ,,001 . o~r~ 
018-909 Assault with tntent to Commit Felony 018-911
C 
_ .' . ,~ony 
018-913 Felonious Administering of Drug 018-915 S r ry pan Certain Personnel 
018-918 Domestic Assault or Battery 018-919 xual Exploitation by Medical Provider 
o 18-6710 Use orTelephone • Lewd/Profane 0 18·6711 Use ofT el!)@ilj[ieY- False Statements 
018-7905 Staling (1st 0) 018-7 06 Stalking (2nd o~ 039·6312 Violation of a Protection Order 
JC Other: H .. 
THE COURT, having jurisdiction, and having provided the Defendant with notice of his/her opportunity 10 
be heard, either previously or herein, ORDERS THE DEFENDANT TO HAVE NO DIRECT OR INDIRECT 
CONTACT exce throu han attome WITH THE FOLLOWING PROTECTED PERSON S : 
( The 
Defendant shall not harass, follow, contact, attempt to contact, communicate with (in any form or by any 
means including another person), or knowingly go or remain within .:sOV feet of the protecled 
person(s) or the protected person(s)', property, residence, workplace or school. This order is issued 
under Idaho Code 18·920, Idaho Criminal Rule 46.2 and Administrative Order 2009-02. 
IF THIS ORDER REQUIRES THE DEFENDANT TO LEAVE A RESIDENCE SHARED WITH THE 
PROTECTED PERSON(S}, the Defendant must contact an appropriate law enforcement agency for an 
officer to accompany the Defendant while the Defendant removes any necessary personal belongings, 
including any tools required for Defendant's work. If disputed, the officer will make a preliminary 
detennination as 10 what are necessary personal belongings: and in addition, may reslrict or reschedule 
the time spent on the premises, 
NOTICE OF RIGHT TO A HEARING: The Defendant is hereby notified of the right to a hearing before a 
Judge on the continuation of Ihis Order within a reasonable time of its issuance. To request that hearing, 
and TO AVOID GIVING UP THIS RIGHT the Defendant must contact the Clerk of Court. Nez Perce 
County Courthouse, 1230 Main Street, 2"" Floor, LeWiston, 1083501,208-799-3040. 
A VIOLATION OF THIS ORDER IS A SEPARATE CRIME UNDER Idaho Code 18·920 for which bail will 
only be set by a judge: it is punishable by up to one year in jail and a $1,000 fine. If the Delendant has 
pled guilty to or been found guilty of two violations of Idaho Code 18-920 andlor a substantially 
conforming foreign criminal violation within five years, then a violation of Ihis order is a felony punishable 
up to five years imprisonment and a $5,000 fine. THIS ORDER CAN ONLY BE MODIFIED BY A JUDGlO 
AND WILL REMAIN IN EFFECT UNTIL 11:59 P.M. ON 1/-9 - Z.CZ.O ,OR UNTIL THIS 
CASE IS DISMISSED. 
If another DOMESTIC VIOLENCE PROTECTION ORDER IS IN PLACE PURSUANT TO IDAHO'S 
.DOMESTIC VIOLENCE CRIME PREVENTION ACT (Title 39, Chapter 63 of the Idaho Code), the most 
restrictive of any conllicting provisions between the orders will control: however, entry or dismissal of 
another order shall not result in dismissal of Ihis order. 
The Clerk of the Court shall give written notification to the records departmenl of Ihe sheriffs office in the 
county of issuance IMMEDIATELY and this order shall be entered into the Idaho Law Enforcement 
Tel~communicalions System. ~ ~L 
~)-/U --t! -= --:-- 6 
oat of Order JU~GE -Y-: 
{LoV - 7:- {O ._ _ __ . Ie. . ____ _ 
Dale~fSj~B / \:J DEFE __ ~A TI A~O~~~ Si~nat:~~r Service -6' 
d:Je of Service ~G -1 , .... SERVINC (!l1chJde badge n? 1 




2010 r'~ov 5 PPl 2 27 
IN THE DISTRlCT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 













This P.S,L packet shall be opened only by the Record's Clerk at any facility of 
the Idaho State Correctional Institution. 
IT IS SO ORDERED thisrra-ay of November, 2010. 
CARL B, KERRICK-District Judge 
ORDER 1 
179
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certifY that a true copy of the foregoing ORDER was mailed, postage prepaid, by the 
undersigned at Lewiston, Idaho, this ~day of November, 2010, on: 
ISCI 
POBOX 14 
BOISE ID 83707 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 















CASE NO. CRIO-00990 
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION 
This case having come on regularly for trial on June I, 2010, before the Honorable 
Carl B. Kerrick, Sitting as Judge in the above-entitled case, with a jury duly and regularly 
empaneled, the defendant present in court and represented by Robert Van Idour and April Smith 
present on behalf of the State ofIdaho. 
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION 1 
181
The defendant was charged by Information with the crime of VIOLATION OF A NO 
CONTACT ORDER, Idaho Code § 18-920, a felony, committed on or about January 28,2010; and, 
a verdict of guilty to the crime of VIOLA TION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER was rendered by the 
jury on June 2, 20 I 0, and thereafter, a presentence investigation was submitted to the Court, and the 
Court having considered the same, and being fully advised in the premises; 
On November 4,20 I 0 the Defendant was in Court represented by Danny Radakovich 
and April Smith present on behalf of the State of Idaho, the Court asked the defendant if there 
existed any legal cause why judgment should not be pronounced, and Defendant replied that there 
was none, and no sufficient cause being shown or appearing to the Court, thereupon, the Court 
rendered its judgment as follows: 
IT IS HEREBY, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Defendant is guilty 
of the crime of VIOLATION OF A NO CONTACT ORDER, Idaho Code § 18-920, a felony, and 
that defendant is SENTENCED to the custody of the IDAHO STATE BOARD OF CORRECTION, 
Boise, Idaho for a period of not less than THREE (3) years nor more than TEN (10) years, consisting 
of a minimum period of confinement of THREE (3) years during which the defendant shall not be 
eligible for parole or discharge or credit or reduction of sentence for good conduct (except as 
provided by Section 20-10ID, Idaho Code) and a subsequent indeterminate period of custody not 
exceeding SEVEN (7) years. 
That the sentence in this matter shall run concurrent with the sentence imposed in Nez 
Perce County case number CR09-02146. 
That Defendant shall receive credit for time served in the Nez Perce County Jail 
toward the FIXED portion of his sentence. 
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION 2 
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That Defendant shall pay court costs in the amount of$155.50 and reimburse the Nez 
Perce County Public Defender Fund in the amount of$500.00, for a total of$655.50. Thatpayments 
shall be mailed to Clerk of the Court, POBox 896, Lewiston, Idaho 83501. 
NOTICE OF RIGHT TO APPEAL 
YOU, EDWARD R. HOCHREIN JR., ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that you have a 
right to appeal this order to the Idaho Supreme Court. Any notice of appeal must be filed within the 
time provided by law. 
1 .... 
DATED this S-day of November, 2010, nunc pro tunc for November 4,2010. 
CARL B. KERRICK-District Judge 
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION 3 
183
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certifY that a true copy of the foregoing JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION was: 
/ hand delivered via court basket, or 
_~ _ mailed, postage prepaid, by the undersigned at Lewiston, Idaho, this ~ day of 
November, 2010, to: 
IDOC Central Records -MIlAI 
1299 North Orchard Suite 110 
Boise ID 83701 
Danny Radakovich 
1624 G Street 
Lewiston ID 8350 I 
Prosecuting Attorney 
P~O. Box 1267 
Lewiston ID 83501 
Lewiston Police Department 
Probation and Parole 
NOTICE OF CONVICTION 4 
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STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF Nl1i1lfNHlfE 9 prl 2 21 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 















COMES NOW, DALE BUTTREY, Nez Perce County Sheriff, pursuant to Idaho 
Code 20-237 and gives Notice to Pat Ogden, Department of Correction, Central Records, 1299 North 
Orchard, Suite 11 0, Boise, Idaho 83706, that the above-named defendant was committed to the 
custody of the Idaho Department of Corrections as evidenced by the certified copy of the Judgment 
of Conviction attached hereto. 
Pursuant to Idaho Code 20-237, you are further directed, as soon as possible, after receipt of this 
Notice to dispatch one or more guards, as may be necessary, to secure and convey the above-named 
defendant to the Idaho State Penitentiary. 
DATED this ~ day of November, 2010. 
NOTICE OF CONVICTION 
DALE BUTTRE \ 
Nez Perce County Sheriff 
5 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certifY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF 
CONVICTION pursuant to Idaho Code § 20-237 was mailed on the CI day of November, 2010, 
to Pat Ogden, Department of Correction, Central Records, 1299 North Orchard, Suite 110, Boise, 
Idaho 83706. 
91 • ff'Deputy Sheriff 
Nez Perce County, Idaho 
NOTICE OF CONVICTION 6 
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Danny J. Radakovich 
Radakovich Law Office 
Attorney for Defendant 
1624 G Street 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
(208) 746-81620 
Idaho State Bar # 1991 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 












CASE NO. CR10-00990 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
FILING FEE: N/A 
TO: THE ABOVE-NAMED RESPONDENT, STATE OF IDAHO, AND ITS ATTORNEYS, 
NEZ PERCE PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE, P.O. BOX 1267, LEWISTON, ID 83501, AND 
LAWRENCE WASDEN, ATTORNEY GENERAL, ATTN: CRIMINAL DEPARTMENT, P. 
O. BOX 83720, BOISE, IDAHO 83720-0010, AND TO THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-
ENTITLED COURT. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GWEN THAT: 
1. The above-named defendant, Edward R. Hochrein, Jf., against the above-named 
respondent to the Idaho Supreme Court, from the Judgement of Conviction entered in the above-
entitled matter on November 5, 2010. 
2. That the party has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court and the Judgement of 
Conviction described in paragraph 1, above, is an appealable order under and pursuant to Rule 
187
ll(c)(I), LA.R. 
3. A preliminary statement of the issnes which the appellant may assert on appeal is as 
follows: 
a. The sentence in general was excessive. 
b. The conrt erred in its instructions to the jnry. 
c. The conrt erred in refusing to allow the defendant to present relevant evidence. 
d. This preliminary statement shall not preclnde the appellant from 
asserting other issnes on appeal. 
4. No order has been entered sealing all or any portion ofthe record. 
5. a. Is a reporter's transcript reqnested? Yes. 
b. The appellant requests the preparation ofthe following portions of the reporter's 
transcript in addition to the standard reporter's transcript per Rule 25(c), LA.R., which is 
requested in both hard copy and electronic format; 
(I) Voir dire examination of the jury; 
(2) Opening and closing statements and arguments of counsel; 
(3) The conference on requested instructions, objections of parties to 
instructions, and the court's rulings thereon; 
(4) The oral presentation by the conrt of the written instructions given to the jnry 
and reported by the reporter; 
(5) Transcripts of hearings on any pre-trial motions and the sentencing. 
6. The appellant requests the following documents to be included in the Clerk's record in 
addition to those automatically included under Rule 28, LA.R.: Requested and given jury 
instructions, copy of pre-sentence investigation report. 
188
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7. I certify: 
a. That service of a copy of this notice of appeal upon the reporter has been made, Nancy 
Towler, c/o Nez Perce County Court, Lewiston, Idaho 83501.. 
b. That, as a public defender client, the defendant has no obligation to pay a fee for 
preparation of the transcript. 
c. That, as a public defender client, the defendant has no obligation to pay a fee for 
preparation of the clerk's record. 
d. That no appellate filing fee need be paid, since this is a criminal proceeding. 
e. That service has been made on all parties required to be served pursuant to Rules 17 
and 20, LAR 
J(]p/ 
DATED this EL day of November, 2010. 
I hereby certifY that a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument was 
hand-delivered to: 
Nez Perce County Prosecutor 
P.D. Box 1267 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Nancy Towler 
Nez Perce County 
Courthouse 
Lewiston, 1D 83501 
and that a true and correct copy 












P. 0. Box 83720 
,2010. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
v. 
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APPEAL FROM SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT, NEZ PERCE COUNTY 
THE HONORABLE CARL B. KERRICK, PRESIDING 
Case number from district court: 
Order or judgment appealed from: 
Attorney for Appellant: 
Attorney for Respondent: 
Appealed by: 
Appealed against: 
Notice of Appeal filed: 
Appellant fees paid: 
Clerk's Certificate of Appeal 1 
CR2010-990 
Judgment of Conviction filed 
November 5, 2010 
Danny J. Radakovich 
Lawrence G. Wasden 
Edward R. Hochrein, Jr. 
State of Idaho 
November 22, 2010 
None required, defendant is 
indigent 
191
Respondent's Request for additional Record filed: 
None requested 
Transcript requested? Yes 
Court reporter: Nancy Towler and Linda Carlton 
Dated November 30, 2010. 
PATTY O. WEEKS, Clerk 
By 
, DeputyVClerk 
Clerk's Certificate of Appeal 2 
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Clerk of the Courts 
(208) 334-2210 
PATTY O. WEEKS, CLERK 
Attn: DEANNA 
NEZ PERCE COUNTY COURTHOUSE 
POBOX 896 
LEWISTON, ID 83501 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE FILED 
Docket No. 38317-2010 STATE OF IDAHO v. 
EDWARDR. 
HOCHREIN, JR. 
Nez Perce County District Court 
#2010-990 
Enclosed is a copy of the CLERJ('S CERTIFICATE for the above-entitled appeal, which 
was filed in this office on DECEMBER 2,2010. 
Please carefully examine the TITLE and the CERTIFICATE and advise the District Court 
Clerk (or the Agency secretary, if applicable) AND this office of any errors detected on this 
document. 
The TITLE in the CERTIFICATE must appear on all DOCUMENTS filed in this Court, 
including all BRIEFS. An abbreviated version of the TITLE may be used if it clearly identifies the 
pmiies to this appeal when the title is extremely long. 
12/02/2010 DB 
For the COUli: 
Stephen W. Kenyon 
Clerk of the Courts 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
v. 
























APPEAL FROM SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT, NEZ PERCE COUNTY 
THE HONORABLE CARL B. KERRICK, PRESIDING 
Case number from district court: 
Order or judgment appealed from: 
Attorney for Appellant: 
Attorney for Respondent: 
Appealed by: 
Appealed against: 
Notice of Appeal filed: 
Appellant fees paid: 
Clerk's Certificate of Appeal 1 
CR2010-990 
Judgment of Conviction filed 
November 5, 2010 
Danny J. Radakovich 
Lawrence G. Wasden 
Edward R. Hochrein, Jr. 
State of Idaho 
November 22, 2010 
None required, defendant is 
indigent 
FILED - ORiGINAL 1 
1 
DEC - 22010 J 
Supreme Court_Court ~~als 
Entered on ATS bv l...llJ -
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Respondent's Request for additional Record filed: 
Transcript requested? 
Court reporter: 
Dated November 30, 2010. 
Clerk's Certificate of Appeal 
None requested 
Yes 
Nancy Towler and Linda Carlton 
PATTY o. WEEKS, Clerk 
By 
I , , Deput~Clerk 
2 
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Clerk of the Courts 
(208) 334,2210 
PATTY O. WEEKS, CLERK 
Attn: DEANNA 
;; -~-:- " 
NEZ PERCE COUNTY COURTHOUSE 
PO BOX 896 
LEWISTON, ill 83501 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, L.daho 83720-0101 
NOTICE OF APPEAL FILED (T) 
Docket No. 38317-2010 STATE OF IDAHO v. 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN, 
JR. 
Nez Perce County District Court 
#2010-990 
A NOTICE OF APPEAL in the above-entitled matter was filed in this office on 
DECEMBER 2, 2010. The DOCKET NUMBER shown above will be used for this appeal 
regardless of eventual Court assignment. 
The CLERK'S RECORD and REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT(S) must be filed in this office 
on or before MARCH 20, 2011. 
The REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT(S) MUST BE LODGED with the District Court Clerk 
or Agency **35 DAYS PRIOR** to the date of filing in this office. 
THE REPORTER SHALL FILE A NOTICE OF LODGING WITH THIS COURT. 
THE FOLLOWING TRANSCRIPTS (PURSUANT TO I.A.R. 25) SHALL BE LODGED: 
JURY TRIAL 6,1,10 thru 6,2,10 (LINDA) 
SENTENCING 11-4-10 (NANCY) 
12/02/2010 DB 
For the Court: 
Stephen W. Kenyon 
Clerk of the Courts 
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DANNY J. RADAKOVICH 
A Felony Public Defender 
Attorney for Defendant 
1624 G Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
(208) 746-8162 
Idaho State Bar #1991 
FI 
2010 DEC 15 
, " 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 











CASE NO. CR 10-00990 
MOTION TO APPOINT APPELLATE 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 
COMES NOW the defendant the above-entitled matter, by and through his attorney of 
record herein, and hereby moves the court for an order appointing the appellate public defender 
to represent said defendant in the appeal on file herein. 
This motion is based upon Idaho Code § 19-870 and is made on the grounds that the Idaho 
Code provision in question requires that public defender clients such as this defendant are to be 
represented by the appellate public defender in appeals of this type. 
;/' 
DATED this ,4;2day of December, 2010. 
MOTION TO APPOINT APPELLATE 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 1 
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I hereby certify that a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing was 
hand-delivered to: 
Nez Perce County Prosecutor 
P.o. Box 1267 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
on this ~ eta:; of ece ber, 20 
MOTION TO APPOINT APPELLATE 





PI:,-;--r( O. "i,', :-,. '.'~! 
DANNY 1. RADAKOVICH 
A Felony Public Defender 
Attorney for Defendant 
1624 G Street CLERK (',j 
Lewiston, ID 8350 I 
(208) 746-8162 
Idaho State Bar #1991 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 











CASE NO. CR 10-00990 
ORDER APPOINTING APPELLATE 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 
THE DEFENDANT having appealed in this matter, the defendant being entitled to the 
services of the appellate public defendant in appeals to the Idaho Supreme Court/Court of 
Appeals, a motion having been filed to appoint the appellate public defender herein, the court 
having considered the motion, and good cause appearing therefor; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the office ofthe appellate public defender be, and it 
hereby is, appointed to represent the above-named defendant in the appeal to the Idaho Supreme 
Court/Court of Appeals in this matter. 
ORDER APPOINTING APPELLATE 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 1 
199
q 9 f: 
DATED this _,A~/_ day of December, 2010. 
Carl B. Kerrick 
District Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED that on the ~~ day of December, 2010, the undersigned 
(Deputy) clerk of the above-entitled court hand-delivered true and correct copies of the Order to 
which this certificate is attached to: 
Nez Perce County Prosecutor 
P.O. Box 1267 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Danny J. Radakovich 
1624 G Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
and that a true and correct copy thereof was mailed, first-class postage prepaid, to: 
PATTY O. WEEKS, Clerk 
BY~ I~ 
Deputy 
ORDER APPOINTING APPELLATE 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 2 
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DEANNA P. GRIMM 
Deputy Court Clerk 
Second Judicial District 
Nez Perce County Courthouse 
1230 Main Street 
P.O. Box 896 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
208-750-2014 
Fax 799-3058 
December 21, 2010 
Idaho Supreme Court 
Attn: Dorothy Beaver 
POBox 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0101 
Re: State vs. Edward R. Hochrein, Jr., SC# 38317, CR2010-
990 
Dear Dorothy: 
Enclosed herein is a certified 
Appellate Public Defender in the 
questions, please contact me. 
copy of the Order Appointing 
above matter. If you have 
~~ 
Enc: 1 
DeAnna P. Grimm 
Deputy Clerk 
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Clerk of the Courts 
(208) 334-2210 
PATTY O. WEEKS, CLERK 
Attn: DEANNA 
NEZ PERCE COUNTY COURTHOUSE 
PO BOX 896 
LEWISTON, ID 83501 
IQAtlQ COij~T O~ ApPr!!AL~ 
? ' t,,, i 
n ~ r:C 29 I~Ci 1·P.~~Box83720 





Docket No. 38317-2010 STATE OF IDAHO v. Nez Perce Connty District Court 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN, #2010-990 
JR. 
Be advised that the following document(s) was/were filed in this office on 12-23-10: 
ORDER APPOINTING STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER. 
1212312010 KML 
For the Court: 
Stephen W. Kenyon 
Clerk of the Courts 
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TO: Clerk of the Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0101 
Fax (208) 334-2616 
sctfilings@idcourts.net 
FIL 
201D DEC 29 mfl 
PATTY O. ViE 
RE: Docket No. 38317-10 
State V Edward R. Hochrein, Jr. 
Nez Perce County District Court No. CR 10-990 
NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT LODGED 
.- ~ _____ i:-:-
Notice is hereby given that on December 28, 2010, I lodged a transcript of 363 pages in 
length for the above-referenced appeal with the District Court Clerk of the County of Nez 
Perce in the Second Judicial District of the State ofIdaho. 
Included Hearings: 
Jury Trial - June 1 and 2, 2010 
An electronic copy was sent to the Supreme Court at sctfilings@idcourts.net. 
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Clerk of the Courts 
(208) 334-2210 
PATTY O. WEEKS, CLERK 
Attn: DEANNA 
NEZ PERCE COUNTY COURTHOUSE 
POBOX 896 
LEWISTON, ID 83501 
2011 JRN 27 PrJ 7 20 
DEPUTY 
DOCUMENT(S) FILED 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0101 
Docket No. 38316-2010 STATE OF IDAHO v. EDWARD R. HOCHREIN, JR. 
Nez Perce County District Court #2009-2146 
Be advised, the following was filed in this office on 1-21-2011 on behalf of: APPELLANT. 
01124/2011 SV 
MOTION TO CONSOLIDATE (with 38317 for all purposes). 
For the Court: 
Stephen W. Kenyon 
Clerk of the Courts 
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Clerk of the Courts 
(208) 334·2210 
\ 
2m FLB 9 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 8372(J..OIOl 
-., 0 \'" 
P'Tilv.'c. (:;11"11.. ___ . , 
PATTY O. WEEKS, CLERf(-ERK~:h::[ Di): C~yy_ 
Attn: DEANNA 
NEZ PERCE COUNTY COURTHOUSE 
POBOX 896 
LEWISTON, ID 83501 
CLERK'S RECORD AND TRANSCRIPT DUE DATE RESET 
Docket No. 38316· 
2010(38317·2010) 
STATE OF IDAHO v. 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN, 
JR. 
Nez Perce County District 
Court 
#2009·2146 
The CLERK'S RECORD and REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT must be filed in this office 3· 
23-2011. 
02/07/2011 KL 
For the Court: 
Stephen W. Kenyon 
Clerk of the Courts 
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In the Supreme Court\:or\ti~ State of Idaho 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
?_~ll lTD 'j iW\ '~. 
() 'Ii. 
Plaintiff-Respondent, R RANTING MOTION TO 
C~NSOr,IDATE 
v. ) 
) Supreme Court Docket No. 38316-2010 




STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
Plaintiff-Respondent, ) Supreme Court Docket No. 38317-2010 
) Nez Perce County District Court No. 
v. ) 2010-990 
) 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN, JR., ) 
) 
Oefendant-Appellant. ) 
A MOTION TO CONSOLIDATE was filed by counsel for Appellant in each of the appeals 
listed above on January 21, 2011, requesting this Court for an order consolidating the above entitled 
appeals for all purposes. Therefore, good cause appearing, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that Appellant's MOTION TO CONSOLIDATE be, and hereby is, 
GRANTED and appeal Nos. 38316-2010 and 38317-2010 shall be CONSOLIDATED FOR ALL 
PURPOSES under Supreme Court Docket No. 38316-2010; however, all documents filed after the date 
ofthis Order shall bear both docket numbers. 
IT FURTHER IS ORDERED that the Clerk's Record and Reporter's Transcript in these 
consolidated appeals shall be filed with this Court on or before March 10, 2011, as previously set in 
Supreme Court Docket NoJ8317-2010. 
·3/3< DATED this . day of February 2011. 
cc: Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
Court Reporter Linda Carlton 
Court Reporter Nancy Towler 
For the Supreme Court 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO CONSOLIDATE - Docket Nos. 38316-2010/38317-2010 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
vs. 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN, JR., 
Defendant-Appellant. 
Supreme Court 
Case No. 38316 & 38317 
Consolidated 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
I, PATTY O. WEEKS, Clerk of the District Court of the Second 
Judicial District of the State of Idaho in and for the County of Nez 
Perce, do hereby certify: that the following page is a list of the 
exhibits offered or admitted and which exhibits have been lodged with 
the Supreme Court or retained as indicated: 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand an affixed the 
seal of the said Court this ~ day of February 2011. 
PATTY O. WEEKS 
Clerk of the District Court 
By 
Deputy Clerk 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
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Date: 2/18/2011 
Time: 02:58 PM 
Page 1 of 1 
Second Judicial District Court - Nez Perce County 
Exhibit Summary 
Case: CR-2010-0000990 
State of Idaho vs. Edward Ray Hochrein Jr 





State's Exhibit #1; Pretrial Motion, 
Order and Judgment; Admitted 
02-17-2010 
State's Exhibit #2; Court Minutes 
from 08-18-2009; Admitted 
02-17-2010 
3 State's Exhibit #3; Judgment 
dated 06-02-2009; Admitted 
02-17-2010 
4 State's Exhibit #4; No Contact 
Order dated 03-04-2009; Admitted 
02-17-2010 
5 State's Exhibit #5; Amended 
Order of No Contact as a Term of 
Probation; Admitted 02-17-2010 
6 State's exhibit 1 
photo line up (2 pages) 
ADMITTED AT JURY TRIAL 
O 
6-1-10 
7 t.4tate's exhibit 2 
DVD 
ADMITTED AT JURY TRIAL 
6-1-10 
8 State's exhibit 3 
Factual Stipulation 
ADMITTED AT JURY TRIAL 
6-1-10 (****EXHIBIT 3A 
REPLACES 3 BOTH WERE 
ADMITTED BUT ONLY 3A WENT 
IN WITH THE JURY DURING 
DELIBERATIONS) 
9 State's exhibit 3a 
Factual Stipulation 
ADMITTED AT JURY TRIAL 
6-2-10 
10 State's exhibit 4 
Judgment of Conviction 
CR09-4841 Nez Perce County 
ADMITTED AT JURY TRIAL 
6-2-10 
11 State's exhibit 5 
Judgment of Conviction 
06-00115-1 Asotin County 
ADMITTED AT JURY TRIAL 
6-2-10 
12 State's exhibit 6 
Judgment of Conviction 



















Property Item Number 
On Appeal to Deanna 11 
Smith, April A 
On Appeal to Deanna 11 
Smith, April A 
On Appeal to Deanna 11 
Smith, April A 
On Appeal to Deanna 11 
Smith, April A 
On Appeal to Deanna 11 
Smith, April A 
On Appeal to Deanna 11 
Smith, April A 
On Appeal to Deanna 11 
Smith, April A 
On Appeal to Deanna 11 
Assigned to: Smith, April A 
Admitted On Appeal to Deanna 11 
Assigned to: Smith, April A 
Admitted On Appeal to Deanna 11 
ASSigned to: Smith, April A 
Admitted On Appeal to Deanna 11 
Assigned to: Smith, April A 
Admitted On Appeal to Deanna 11 








IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 




Case No. 38316 & 38317 
Consolidated 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN, JR., 
Defendant-Appellant. CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
I, PATTY O. WEEKS, Clerk of the District Court of the 
Second Judicial District of the State of Idaho in and for the County 
of Nez Perce, do hereby certify, that the foregoing Clerk's Record in 
the above-entitled cause was compiled and bound by me and contains 
true and correct copies of all pleadings, documents, and papers 
designated to be included under Rule 28, Idaho Appellate Rules, the 
Notice of Appeal, any Notice of Cross-Appeal, and additional 
documents that were requested. 
I further certify: 
1. That all documents, x-rays, charts, and pictures offered or 
admitted as exhibits in the above-entitled cause, if any, will 
be duly lodged with the Clerk of the Supreme Court with any 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
209
Reporter's Transcript and the Clerk's Record (except for State's 
exhibit #2 DVD which will be duplicated and sent to the parties 
by mail. The above exhibit will be retained in the possession 
of the undersigned, as required by Rule 31 of the Idaho 
Appellate Rules. 
2. That the following will be submitted as a confidential 
exhibit to the record: 
Presentence Report dated July 21, 2010 
Letter and Victim Impact Statement dated July 23, 2010 
Mental Health Report dated July 29, 2010 
Letter and Jail Logs and Report Written by Deputy Duke 
dated August 6, 2010 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
seal of said court this day of February 2011. 
PATTY O. WEEKS 






IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
VS. 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN, JR., 
Defendant-Appellant. 
Supreme Court 
Case No. 38316 & 38317 
Consolidated 
CERTIFICATE TO RECORD 
I, PATTY O. WEEKS, Clerk of the District Court of the Second 
Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Nez 
Perce, do hereby certify that the above and foregoing record in the 
above-entitled cause was compiled and bound under my direction as, 
and is a true and correct record of the pleadings and documents that 
are automatically required under Rule 28 of the Idaho Appellate 
Rules, as well as those requested by Counsels. 
I FURTHER CERTIFY, that the Notice of Appeal was filed in the 
District Court on the 22nd day of November 2{)lO. 
';:.-
-', \ 
'PA~fj O. WEEKS 
,~ Cle'rk of the District Court 
BYv1JJ.~~~ 
Deputy Clerk 
CERTIFICATE TO RECORD 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
vs. 
EDWARD R. HOCHREIN, JR., 
Defendant-Appellant. 
Supreme Court 
Case No. 38316 & 38317 
Consolidated 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, PATTY O. WEEKS, the undersigned authority, do hereby certify 
that I have personally served or mailed, by either United States Mail 
or Interdepartmental Mail, one copy of the following: 
CLERK'S RECORD AND REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT 
to each of the Attorneys of Record in this cause as follows: 
STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
mhuskey@sapd.state.id.us 
ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT 
BOISE, 10 
Date of Service /hDAtJ, I) dO ./1 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
LAWRENCE G. WASDEN 
patricia.miller@ag.idaho.gov 
ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT 
BOISE, ID 
